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Na.tiona.l Timber Supply Act. Lately the For
est Service seems to have acquiesed. to the 
sohool of clear cutting--except they don't 
oa.ll it that. There is a new word in the Forest 
Service for clear cutting. It is oalled. "even 
aged management"-a very positive sounding 
phrase for questionruble management. 

The American public is faced with revers
ing a trend toward "clear cutting" back to 
"selective cutting". The clear cutting trend 
has prospered in the new forestry schools 
many of which are infiuenced, promoted and 
underwritten by the lumbering interests. 

The lumber lobby has been working hard 
in Washington. The House Agriculture a.nd 
Forestry Committee has already fa-yorably re
ported on their version of the NatiOnal Tim
ber Supply Act. The Senate seems inclined to 
schedule hearings. Some of Wisconsin's big
gest paper industries have endors~ it. ~e 
public remains unaware of what IS taking 
place. 

Between this innocent-sounding act and 
the lumbering trends-the cries of "Timber!" 
will soon be echoing in our national forests 
as they never have since we fought to save 
them a quarter of a century ago. 

OUR EDUCATIONAL SYSTEM 
IN CRISIS 

HON. DON FUQUA 
OF FLOJUDA 

I~ THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, January 19, 1970 

Mr. FUQUA. Mr. Speaker, recent Court 
decisions ordering immediate integration 
to our school systems is playing havoc 
with our educational system. 

Students, without regard to race, creed, 
or color, are the actual victims of the 
disruptive situation which faces our 
school boards. 

School officials find themselves at mid
term with an insoluble problem of trans
ferring students and faculty from school 
to school without orderly planning. 
Cow·ses of study begun under one teacher 
in one school setting, are to be changed 

without regard for the harm this will do 
to the student. 

Parents, students, and the general 
public are justifiably upset. 

We have made every effort within the 
Congress to pass legislation which would 
alleviate this situation and allow for 
orderly processes. I have called on the 
Attorney General to point out that many 
of our school distlicts face a clisis that 
local boards simply are unable to solve. 
I have pleaded that the Justice Depart
ment utilize every means to help our 
local officials in this regard. 

I call upon the courts to recognize 
that there are differences in the various 
school districts and that each should be 
judged on its own merit and not a sum
mary order which does not take into re
gard the children in our schools. 

Regardless of what can be done, edu
cation has suffered and will suffer be
cause of the ill-advised actions of the 
courts. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES-Tuesday, January 20, 1970 
The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Edward G. Latch, 

D.D., offered the following prayer: 
Whosoever heareth these sayings of 

Mine and doeth them, will be like a wise 
man who built his house upon a rock.
Matthew 7: 24. 

Eternal God who art the refuge of the 
humble and the strength of the faith
ful help us to realize more than ever 
th~t the · only firm foundation upon 
which our Nation can build safely is a 
true faith in Thee and in a real devotion 
to moral and spiritual values. 

May the security of our American way, 
the survival of our democratic spirit, 
and the support of our free institutions 
find inspiration in the assurance of Thy 
power, Thy wisdom, and Thy love. 

Each day may we keep ourselves com
mitted to Thee whose love never falters, 
whose light never fades, and whose life 
never fails. Thus may we face this day 
with courage and faith knowing Thou 
art with us always and all the way. 

In the Master's name we pray. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 
The Journal of the proceedings of 

yesterday was read .and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
A message from the Senate by Mr. Ar

rington, one of its clerks, announced that 
the Senate had passed without amend
ment a concurrent resolution of the 
House of the following title: 

H. Con. Res. 477. Concurrent resolution 
providing for a joint session of Congress on 
Thursday, January 22, 1970. 

THE PRESIDENT'S PRIMARY OBJEC
TION TO THE HEW APPROPRIA
TION BILL 
(Mr. CONABLE asked and was given 

permission to address the House . for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr. CONABLE. Mr. Speaker, one of Sadly, the ship was only 90 minutes 
the President's primary objections to the from its destination, but within 27 min
HEW appropriations bill is that it con- utes 678 of the 904 men on board were 
tains some $400 million in excess of his lost in the iceberg waters of the North 
budget request for grants to schools in Atlantic. 
federally impacted areas. The additional Included among the group on the ship 
funds for this program are highly ques- were four chaplains-a priest, a rabbi, 
tionable, as shown by the recent report and two ministers. They, too, lost their 
of the Battelle Institute which was com- lives, but the manner in which they fell 
missioned by Congress to study the im- to death was unusual and has an inter
pact aid program. esting story. Briefly, I would like to 

The Battelle study found that the share with you some facts of that fate
current program overcompensates many ful venture. 
districts, allowing them to maintain a These chaplains went down with their 
higher level of education with less local ship because they had given their life 
effort. In many cases these overpayments jackets to soldiers who lost theirs in the 
go to wealthy school districts: for ex- confusion or had left them below deck. 
ample some $5.8 million in impact aid Meanwhile, with utter disregard for 
went to the richest county in the Nation self and having given their own life 
in 1968, while the 100 poorest counties jackets away, the chaplains stood hand 
received only a total of $3.?. million. in hand, praying to God they served for 

The study also noted that impact aid the sa.fety of those men who were leav
tends to frustrate State policies designed ing the sinking ship in fear and terror. 
to equalize educational opportunities. Appropriately, I feel, the delegates to 
Since impact aid payments cannot be the Civitan International Convention in 
taken into account in making State Dallas, Tex., on June 27, 1962, adopted 
equalization payments, States must use a resolution honoring the clergymen by 
their scarce funds to double pay districts asking the respective States to set aside 
with Federal impact, instead of being and program a week each year to be 
able to use those funds where the gap known as Interr.ational Clergy Week. 
between educational needs and financial · In my home State of Tennessee last 
resources is the gr.eatest. . year, the Governor proclaimed the week 

Certainly, pourmg more money 1~to of February 3 as Clergy Week. 
this program will only create g:ea~r n~- In view of this action, I feel it is only 
equities for ~he ~any school distncts m fitting that this Congress pass a joint 
the country m which th~ need for finan- resolution calling on President Nixon to 

-cial assistance .may be JUst ~ great or proclaim the week of February 3 as In-
greater, but which do not receive support. ternational Clergy Week in the United 

INTERNATIONAL CLERGY WEEK 
<Mr. QUILLEN asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 
1 minute and to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Speaker, almost 
27 years ago the lives of 678 men were 
snuffed out by a single tragedy-the 
torpedoed sinking of the troop trans
port Dorchester in the cold waters of 
the North Atlantic off the coast of 
Greenland. 

States. 
Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I have intro

duced such a resolution today to accom
plish this goal. 

FAILURE OF THE NIXON ADMINIS-
TRATION'S ECONOMIC POLI-
CIES 

<Mr. ALBERT asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re
marks.) 
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Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Speaker, the an

nouncement yesterday by the Bureau of 
Labor Statistics that consumer price in
creases continue to accelerate in De
cember rising at 0.6 percent to round out 
the Nation's most inflationary 12 months 
since the Korean war, demonstrates in 
dramatic terms the utter failure of the 
Nixon administration's economic policies. 
As a result of last month's jump in 
prices, weekly take-home pay of the 
Nation's 45 million nonfarm private pay
roll workers expressed in constant dol
lars declined for the third month in a 
row and now stands 1.1 percent below 
a year ago. The cost of living rose 6.1 
percent in 1969. This rise was the larg
est in 18 years. 

At the same time, the evidence is clear 
that the economy is declining and that 
we are heading into a recession. We have 
witnessed a decline in the quarterly 
growth rate, a decline in durable goods 
orders, industry production has dropped 
for the fourth consecutive month, a 
weakening in consumer confidence re
flected in buying plans, a drop in the 
sale of cars, heavier unsold inventories, 
a sluggish pace in retail sales, lower 
profits, a drop in housing starts from 1.9 
million annual rate in January to 1.2 
million in December, together with a de
cline in the sale of existing homes. Over
all leading indicators are pointing down
ward. 

This administration has by its mis
guided economic policies achieved a truly 
remarkable economic paradox: at one 
and the same time, most unprecedented 
inflation coupled with an economic 
downturn. 

The vast and influential powers of the 
Office of the Presidency must be brought 
to bear against these sharply rising price 
increases of the concentrated industries 
and against the excess profits and high 
interest rates of the big money interests. 

FIGHTING INFLATION 
(Mr. ANDERSON of illinois asked and 

was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. ANDERSON of Tilinois. Mr. 
Speaker, I listened with great interest to 
the statement just read by the distin
guished majority leader. Inflation fol
lowing the unusual expenditures needed 
to cover fighting a war is not unprece
dented. We had inflation in 1951 follow
ing the Korean war. I would simply point 
out that had the decision been made 
within the executive branch of the Gov
ernment promptly in 1965 to call for the 
taxes needed to pay for the war then, 
we would not today be paying the price 
of inflation. 

I would also like to point out, Mr. 
Speaker, with reference to the cost-of
living figures that the gentleman from 
Oklahoma recited, that is all the more 
reason why when the vote comes in this 
Chamber in the next few days on a 
Labor-HEW appropriations bill which is 
$1% billion over the budget we should 
act in a fiscally responsible manner. We 
ought to have those statistics well in 
mind. 

PRIVATE CALENDAR 
The SPEAKER. This 1s Priv-ate Calen

dar day. The Clerk will call the first 
individual bill on the Private Calendar. 

JOHN VINCENT AMIRAULT 
The Clerk called the bill (H.R. 2552) 

for the relief of John Vincent Amirault. 
Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent that this bill be passed 
over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis
souri? 

There was no objection. 

AMALIA P. MONTERO 
The Clerk called the bill <H.R. 6375) 

for the relief of Amalia P. Montero. 
Mr. ANDERSON of Tilinois. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
this bill be passed over without preju
dice. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from n
linois? 

There was no objection. 

VISITACION ENRIQUEZ MAYPA 
The Clerk called the bill <H.R. 6389) 

for the relief of Visitacion Emiquez 
Maypa. 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent that this bill be passed over 
without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis
souri? 

There was no objection. 

YAN MING CHINN (GON MING LOO) 
The Clerk called the bill <S. 1438) for 

the relief of Yau Ming Chinn <Gon Ming 
Loo). 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent that this bill be passed 
over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Iowa? 

There was no objection. 

MRS. RUTH BRUNNER 
The Clerk called the bill <H.R. 9488) 

for the relief of Mrs. Ruth Brunner. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill as follows: 
H.R. 9488 

Be it enacted by the Senate ana House of 
Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That, not
withstanding the limitations of section 3010 
of title 38 of the United States Code or of 
any other statute of limitations that the 
widow's death benefits payable to Ruth 
Brunner, of Atlanta, Georgia, shall be held 
and considered payable from November 1959, 
when she first sought to apply for such bene
fits by reason of the naval service of her de
ceased husband, Harry Brunner. 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

Page 1, llnes 5, 6, 7, 8, and 9, strike "that 
the Widow's death benefits payable to Ruth 

Brunner, of Atlanta, Georgia, shall be held 
and considered. payable from November 1959, 
when she first sought to apply for such 
benefits by reason of the naval service of 
her deceased husband Harry Brunner." and 
insert ", the claim filed in 1959 by Ruth 
Brunner as the Widow of Harry Brunner, 
also known as Henri Bruner (XC 857314) , 
shall be held and considered to be a valid 
and timely claim for such benefits and shall 
be considered and, if found meritorious, 
paid in accordance wit h ot herwise applicable 
law." 

The committee amendment was 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re
consider was laid on the table. 

FAVORING THE SUSPENSION OF 
DEPORTATION OF CERTAIN ALIENS 

The Clerk called the Senate concur
rent resolution <S. Con. Res. 33) favor
ing the suspension of deportation of cer
tain aliens. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Tilinois. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
this concurrent resolution be passed over 
without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from n
linois? 

There was no objection. 

MRS. SABINA RIGGI FARINA 
The Clerk called the bill (H.R. 3629) 

for the relief of Mrs. Sabina Riggi Farina. 
Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent that this bill be passed over 
without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis
souri? 

There was no objection. 

PLACIDO VITERBO 
The Clerk called the bill <H.R. 3955) 

for the relief of Placido Viterbo. 
Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent that this bill be passed 
over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Missouri? 

There was no objection. 

ROSE MINUTILLO 
The Clerk called the bill <H.R. 12089) 

for the relief of Rose Minutillo. 
Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent that this bill be passed over 
without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Iowa? 

There was no objection. 

MRS. MARJORIE ZUCK 
The Clerk called the bill <S. 476) for 

the relief of Mrs. Majorie Zuck. 
There being no objectJ,on, the Cl:erk 

read the bill as follows: 
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s . 476 

Be it enacted, by the Senate ancL House 
of Rep1·esentatives of the UnitecL States oj 
America in Congress assembled, That, for 
purposes of determining the entitlement of 
Mrs. Marjorie Zuck, Rural Route 1, Watson, 
Missouri, to benefits under title II of the So
cial Security Act for the monthS after Oc
tober 1965, on the basis of the wages and 
self-employment income of Emery Zuck (so
cial security account numbered (487-42-
7467)) if the sa.id Mrs. Marjorie Zuck files ap
plication for such benefits within six months 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the marriage entered into by the said Mrs. 
Marjorie Zuck and Emery Zuck on November 
26, 1921, shall be held and considered to have 
been a valid marriage. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

JACK BROWN 

The Clerk called the bill (H.R. 1697) 
for the relief of Jack Brown. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
1·ead the bill as follows: 

H.R. 1697 
Be i t enacted by the Senate and Hou se 

of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the 
Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and 
directed to pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Jack 
Brown, former superintendent and special 
disbursing agent of the Sequoyah Orphan 
Training School of Tahlequah, Oklahoma, 
the sum of $751.50 in full settlement of all 
his claims against the United States for the 
amount he paid to the United States on 
January 12, 1939, after he was notified by 
the General Accounting Office that his pur
chase for the United States of a water pipe
line right-of-way from the city of Tahlequah, 
Oklahoma, was not authorized. The United 
States has used that right-of-way since he 
made the purchase in 1933. 

SEC 2. No part of the amount appropriated 
in the first section of this Act in excess of 
10 per centum thereof shall be paid or de
livered to or received by any agent or at
torney on account of services rendered in 
connection with this claim, and the same 
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con
trary notwithstanding. Any person violating 
the provisions of this section shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor and upon convic
tion thereof shall be fined in any sum not 
excee<:Ung $1,000. 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

Page 2, line 5, strike "in excess of 10 per 
centum thereof". 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

JANISZALC~S,GERTRUDEJAN
SONS, LORENA JANSONS MURPHY, 
AND ASJA JANSONS LIDERS 

The Clerk called the bill <H.R. 3530) 
for the relief of Janis Zalcmanis, Ger
trude Jansons, Lorena Jansons Murphy, 
and Asja Jansons Liders. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
Wlanimous consent that this bill be 
passed over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Tennessee? 

There was no objection. 

DR. EMIL BRUNO 

The Clerk called the bill <H.R. 4105) 
for the relief of Dr. Emil Bruno. 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask Wlani
mous consent that this bill be passed 
over without prejudice. 

Mr. EDMONDSON. Mr. Speaker, I 
object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. 
Mr. GROSS and Mr. HALL objected, 

and under the rule, the bill was re
committed to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

QUITCLAIMS TO QUIET TITLE, 
ARIZONA 

The Clerk called the bill <H.R. 7161) 
for the relief of Leonard N. Rogers, John 
P. Corcoran, Mrs. Charles W. <Ethel J.) 
Pensinger, Marion M. Lee, and Arthur 
N. Lee. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill as follows: 

H.R. 7161 
Be it enacted by the Senate and Hou se of 

Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That, in or
der to quieir title in certain real property in 
Apache National Forest, Arizona, held and 
claimed by the following named persons un
der a chain of title dating from December 4, 
1903, the Secretary of Agriculture is author
ized and directed to convey by quitclaim 
deed to such persons all right, title, and 
interest of the United States in and to cer
tain real property situated in section 5, 
township 6 north, range 30 east, Gila and 
Salt River base and meridian, as follows: 

(1) To Leonard N. Rogers all right, title, 
and interest of the United States in and to 
the real property more particularly described 
as the west half northwest quarter south
west quarter. 

(2) To John P. Corcoran all right, title, 
and interest of the United States in and to 
the real property more particularly described 
as the east half northwest quarter south
west quarter. 

(3) To Mrs. Charles W. (Ethel J.) Pen
singer all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to the real property 
more particularly described as the south
west quarter southwest quarter. 

(4) To Marion M. Lee and Arthur N. Lee 
all right, title, and interest of the United 
States in and to the real property more 
particularly described as the southwest 
quarter of the northwest quarter. 

SEc. 2. The conveyance authorized by the 
first section of this Act shall be made by the 
Secretary of Agriculture without considera
tion, but the persons to whom the convey
ances are made shall bear any expenses 
incident to the preparation of the legal doc
uments necesary or appropriate to carry out 
the first section of this Act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re
consider was laid on the table. 

Mr. EDMONDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
Wlanimous consent that the further call 
of the Private Calendar be dispensed 
with. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Okla
homa? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. This concludes the 

call of the Private Calendar. 

AUTHORIZING PAYMENT OF COM
PENSATION FOR CERTAIN COM
MITTEE EMPLOYEES 

Mr. FRIEDEL. Mr. Speaker, by direc
tion of the Committee on House Admin
istration, I submit a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 91-794) on the resolution <H. 
Res. 764) authorizing payment of com
pensation for certain committee employ
ees, and ask for immediate considera
tion of the resolution. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol
lows: 

H. RES. 764 
Resolved, That there shall be paid out of 

the contingent fund of the House of Rep
resentatives such sums as may be neces
sary to pay the compensation for services 
performed during the period beginning Jan
uary 3, 1970, and ending at the close of 
February 28, 1970, by each person (1) who, 
on January 2, 1970, was employed by a stand
ing committee or any select committee of 
the Ninety-first Congress and whose salary 
was paid under authority of a House resolu
tion adopted during the Ninety-first Con
gress, and (2) who is certified by the chair
man of the appropriate committee as per
forming such services for such committee 
during such period. Such compensation shall 
be paid such person at a rate not to exceed 
the rate he was receiving on January 2, 1970. 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

On page 1, beginning on line 9, immedi
ately following the word "Ninety-first" delete 
the word "Congress," and insert in lieu there
of the following: "Congress, or who was ap
pointed after January 2, 1970 to fill an exist
ing vacancy or a vacancy occurring subse
quent to January 2, 1970. 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. FRIEDEL. I shall be very happy 
to yield to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I would hope 
that the distinguished gentleman from 
Maryland, chairman of the Committee 
on House Administration, would explain 
the basic necessity for House Resolution 
764. 

Mr. FRIEDEL. Mr. Speaker, if the gen
tleman will yield, I shall be happy to do 
so. 

Mr. HALL. Probably during the course 
of his explanation he may answer some 
of the questions I have in mind in his 
usual complete explanation and, if not, 
I would have, maybe, two or three ques
tions if the gentleman will yield further. 

Mr. FRIEDEL. Yes; I shall be glad to 
explain the resolution, and yield for any 
additional questions the gentleman may 
have. 

This is a continuing resolution for the 
standing and select committees of the 
House of Representatives. It authorizes 
necessary funds to meet the payrolls of 
the investigative sta1fs of committees 
during January and February 1970, 
should such fWlds be needed. Several 
committees have exhausted their operat
ing funds and it will be possibly late 
February before additional fWld:s can be 
authorized. No new personnel could be 
paid from funds authorized by House 
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Resolution 764; however, in case there is 
a vacancy, it could be filled. In order to 
be certain all personnel will be paid on 
time we have to pass this resoution, be
cause there are quite a few committees 
which are now low on operating funds. 
This will give our Accounts Subcommit
tee and the full House Administration 
Committee greater opportunity to 
thoroughly scrutinize each committee 
budget when the various committees ap
pear for 1970 operating funds. 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, if the gentle
man will yield further, I appreciate the 
explanation made by the gentleman from 
Maryland, and from what the gentleman 
has said I can determine that this is a 
continuing resolution at the same basis 
as passed by the House last year until 
such time as the various committees can 
come forward and ask for new funds for 
the necessary funding for their commit
tee hire or professional staff hiring, and 
be pas~ upon in separate actions by 
this House. 

The question then arises, Mr. 
Speaker--

Mr. FRIEDEL. Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentleman will pardon me, these funds 
apply only to the salaries of the investi
gative staffs of committees, and not to 
the regular staffs as authorized each 
committee under the Reorganization Act 
of 1946 and reflected in the rules of the 
House. 

Mr. HALL. I thank the gentleman, Mr. 
Speaker, and I presume then that it is 
the determination of the Committee on 
House Administration that this might 
take the full 2 months, from January 2 
until February 28, or the end of the sec
ond month of this second session; is that 
correct? 

Mr. FRIEDEL. That is correct. In other 
words, this additional time will permit 
more careful deliberation on the budgets 
of each of the committees that come in 
and ask for funds for 1970. That is why 
the resolution goes to February 28, so as 
to give us time to go into these matters 
in depth. 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I commend 
the committee, and I certainly commend 
them for further and more careful delib
erations about each one of these com
mittee requests, as sometimes they do 
seem excessive to the contingency fund. 
But as far as item 2 is concerned, I think 
I now understand the :first numbered 
clause, that is those who on January 2 
were employed by the standing commit
tees or select committees, I think I un
derstand that. 

But is the Committee on House Admin
istration not concerned lest the preroga
tives of the individual chairmen of the 
appropriate committees as to certifica
tion be excessive? In other words, would 
it not be possible, since we did not re
convene for the second session until the 
19th of January, for any committee 
chairman to certify a new employee be
tween the 2d of January and the 19th 
of January under clause 2 herein, re
gardless of action of the rest of the com
mittee, regardless of the House rules; is 
this not unduly lax in the opinion of the 
distinguished gentleman from Maryland? 

Mr. FRIEDEL. I would state to the 
gentleman from Missouri that the an-

swer is ''No." The resolution specifies that 
no new personnel may be added after 
January 2, 1970, under this authorization. 
This is the form of the other resolutions 
that we have passed in previous years. 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I would fur
ther ask the gentleman from Maryland 
if this is a customary procedure at the 
beginning of the second session of a Con
gress, or is this a new departure? 

Mr. FRIEDEL. This has been done on 
previous occasions at the beginning of a 
Congress. Because of 1-year budgets and 
1-year funding of committees, some error 
in calculating expenditures may be ex
pected. This is actually a tribute to close 
funding of committees as there would be 
no need for this resolution if committees 
had surplus funds. 

Mr. HALL. Finally, Mr. Speaker, is it 
the opinion of the gentleman from Mary
land, the chairman of the Committee on 
House Administration, that numbered 
clause 2 does not embrace the appoint
ment of new members to the committees, 
either standing or select, of the House 
during that period of time? 

Mr. FRIEDEL. Mr. Speaker, I am not 
quite sure that I follow the question asked 
by the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. HALL. New staff members? 
Mr. FRIEDEL. New staff members? 
Mr. HALL. Yes. 
Mr. FRIEDEL. No, clause 1 states, in 

effect, that in order to be paid from funds 
authorized by this resolution an em
ployee must have been on the payroll on 
January 2, 1970, except in the case of :fill
ing a vacancy. This precludes employing 
new personnel just to benefit from this 
additional authorization established by 
House Resolution 764. Clause 2 merely 
provides that an employee who is paid 
under the provisions of House Resolution 
764 must have his chairman's certifica
tion that he actually worked during the 
period involved. 

Mr. HALL. Mr·. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman for his explanation, and as I 
understand, then, this is the language 
that has always been used, but I must 
point out to the Members that it seems 
inconsistent to me that under numbered 
clause 2 there could be a new professional 
staff member appointed by the chairman 
of any appropriate committee to per
form such services in this interim as 
might be desired, and then that his 
compensation would be paid at the rate 
not to exceed that which he was receiv
ing on January 2, 1970. To me this would 
preclude the new appointment by any of 
the chairmen, and I want to make this 
legislative record. 

Mr. FRIEDEL. The employee cannot 
be paid higher than he was paid last year, 
and new employees can be added only in 
the case of a vacany on the committee 
staff and this will give the authority to 
:fill the vacancy at the last year's salary 
for that vacancy. 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman for his eXPlanation, and I ap
preciate the gentleman from Maryland 
yielding to me. 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 

table. 

LEGISLATIVE SCHEDULE FOR THE 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA COM
MI'ITEE 
<Mr. ADAMS asked and was given 

permission to a-ddress the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re
marks and include extraneous matter.> 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I read with 
dismay last night of the proposed legis
lative schedule for the District of Colum
bia Committee as stated by Chairman 
McMILLAN. I found the article in the 
Evening Star very disturbing. 

We have had pending in committee 
since October 2, 1969, Senate bill 2163 
to establish a nonvoting delegate for the 
District of Columbia. We have had pend
ing since October 2, 1969, Senate bill 
2164, the combined Charter Commission 
and Little Hoover Commission bill. We 
have had pending since September 23, 
1969, the Nixon administration's bill to 
reorganize the courts. All these bills were 
sent to the House by the President on 
May 13, 1969. 

None of us on the committee have had 
a chance to have hearings on these bills 
except for hearings held in subcommit
tee on the court reorganization bill. The 
committee has not been informed of the 
:findings. Neither have we been informed 
if other hearings will be held on the 
other bills. 

Congressman DIGGS has requested ac
tion on certain of these bills since June 
13. Congressman FRASER has requested 
action on these bills since June 24. I have 
both written letters to the chairman and 
openly asked Congressman DownY, in a 
regular meeting of the District of Colum
bia Committee to bring these bills up 
for hearings and action so they could 
be sent to the President for his signa
ture. 

These bills were recommended to the 
Congress by the Nixon Administration 
and have received bipartisan sponsorship 
and support by a majority of the Dis
trict of Columbia Committee. 

I want to know when we are going to 
vote on these three bills. I am prepared 
to vote for the three bills today in the 
form presented to the committee by the 
Senate. 

I am asking the House leadership to 
meet with the leaders of this committee 
and move these bills. I am also request
ing that action be taken on these bills 
by the regular March meeting of the 
District of Columbia Committee. This 
gives 45 days for hearings and appro
priate action on these bills. 

SCHOOL FRUSTRATION 
<Mr. NICHOLS asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his 
remarks and include extraneous matter.) 

Mr. NICHOLS. Mr. Speaker, the peo
ple of Alabama are extremely bitter about 
the confusion that reigns in our public 
school system because of recent Supreme 
Court decisions. These decisions have 
been made without regard for the stu
dents or the educational opportunities 
which schools are supposed to provide. 
One of the best descriptions of the 
frustration which school omcials, teach
ers, parents, and students feel was con-
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tained in an article written by David 
Lawrence recently. This article was 
printed in the Birmingham News, as 
follows: 

SCHOOL FRUSTRATION 
(By David Lawrence) 

wASHINGTON .-Probably few people realize 
the feeling of helplessness and frustration 
that pervades the public school systems in 
the South today, particularly among the 
teachers. A woman who has been for 14 years 
a teacher in Atlanta, Ga., has written a letter 
to President Nixon to tell him what is really 
happening to education because of the failure 
of the courts to give adequate time for the 
adjustments necessary to deal with racial 
desegregation in the public schools. 

The teacher points out that Atlanta has 
made every effort to meet each requirement 
by the federal government, and the school 
system at large has adopted the 58 per cent 
white to 42 per cent Negro ratio required !or 
the faculty. But it appears this isn't enough, 
as the federal court now is ordering that the 
faculty of each individual school must be 
integrated to that percentage and, as the 
Atlanta teacher writes, "worst of all, in the 
middle of a school year." She adds: 

COMPLETE HAVOC 
"Mr. Nixon, how can anyone fail to see 

what complete havoc will result from the 
transferral of approximately 1,700 teachers 
from one school to another in midyear? Any 
teacher can tell you what emotional turmoil 
this will create in the classrooms of Atlanta. 
tor both teachers and students alike. It surely 
would not take a teacher to understand the 
delay in the learning situation itself which 
would, of necessity, result from a ·change of 
this type. 

"Any educator can tell you that a teacher 
spends much time and effort building up a 
goOd 'class climate• and an inter-relationship 
with his or her students which is conducive 
to good learning. This is not to mention the 
obvious !act that it takes time for a teacher 
to achieve a knowledge of the learning differ
ences, both abilities and difficulties, of each 
of the children in the class. This is true not 
only with an elementary teacher with her 
average of 35 pupils, but more especially with 
a high-school teacher with a daily load of 
perhaps 150 different students. 

"I mention this to try to bring out the 
point that if it is quality education-the 
type of situation that is best !or each child 
1n a school system-that the federal govern
ment is concerned about and is making an 
effort to achieve, then there needs to be some 
re-thinking done, because such a step as 
this cannot fail to bring about the opposite 
result." 

The teacher not only speaks o! the dis
astrous effects of the changes taking place 
1n the middle of the school year, but em
phasizes also the inconveniences to the 
teachers of both races in finding it necessary 
to travel considerable distances twice each 
day to go to a school far from their own 
neighborhoods. This, she declares, has "built 
up a resentment which is unequal to any we 
have yet felt.'" 

There are some points which the Atlanta 
teacher didn't mention. Is the federal govern
ment, for instance, taking over the running 
of the public schools of the country? Orig
inally the states were suppose to manage and 
operate the educational system. If funda
mental changes are to be made, certainly 
ample time !or readjustments would seem to 
be logical. But the courts also have stepped 
in and even fixed dates on which specific 
steps must be taken. Never has the judiciary 
so arbitrarily Interfered with the operations 
of the educational system as it has in the last 
few months. 

BIT'l'ERNESS DEEP 

The bitterness in the South is deep, not 
because of desegregation but because of the 

unfair tactics being used to accomplish it. 
:Most of all, the people resent the fact that 
schools 1n other parts of the country are per
mitted to have segregation-in suburban 
areas as well as in the cities-and nothing is 
being done to apply the same rules outside 
the South that are being imposed in the 
South. 

THE LATE MRS. LOTTE 
SCHARFMAN 

(Mr. BURKE of Massachusetts asked 
and was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and ex
tend his remarks and include extraneous 
matter.) 

Mr. BURKE of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, it was my sad fortune to learn 
of the untimely death of Mrs. Lotte 
Scharfman, president of the League of 
Women Voters in Massachusetts, who 
passed away suddenly on Tuesday, Jan
uary 14. 

The State of Massachusetts has suf
fered a great loss with her passing, as 
Mrs. Scharfman was a most dedicated 
person, who devoted a numerous amount 
of time and energy to the league's activi
ties. 

A most articulate spokesman, she 
served her post well, displaying percep
tive insight and vast knowledge of the 
issues facing the Nation and the Com
monwealth of Massachusetts. 

Mrs. Scharfman, a rare and devoted 
woman, was held in high esteem by those 
who's life she touched, and to her fam
ily go my deepest sympathy at their 
great and untimely loss. 

At this time I submit the following ar
ticles concerning Mrs. Scharfman, which 
appeared in the Boston Globe and the 
Boston Herald Traveler: 
[From the Boston (Mass.) Herald Traveler, 

Jan. 15, 1970] 
LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS PRESIDENT: MRS. 

SCHARFMAN DEAD AT 42 
Mrs. Lotte Scharfman, president of the 

Massachusetts League of Women Voters 
since May, died unexpectedly Tuesday night. 
Mrs. Scharfman, who would have been 42 
yesterday, was taken to Mount Auburn Hos
pital, Cambridge, after being stricken at her 
home. 

services will be at 11 a.m. today at Temple 
Etnunah on Piper road, Lexington. 

Her death came one week after she had 
presided at a meeting of league members 
from throughout the state to acquaint them 
with proposed legislation. The league is en
gaged in a drive to cut the size of the House 
from 240 to 160 members. 

On Monday night, the day before she died, 
Mrs. Scharfman debated the cut 1n the Leg
islature with House Speaker David M. Bart
ley on a Worcester television station. 

She had pressed the campaign to have the 
question placed on the ballot in accordance 
with her belief that the people had the 
right to decide the issue. 

One of her colleagues said Mrs. Schar!man 
"knew where every vote was•• on the pro
posal, which has been passed by the Legisla
ture once and will go on the ballot as a 
referendum if it is passed again this year. 

Her friends in the 13,000-member league 
also knew Mrs. Scharfman as a woman typical 
of a citizen alert to her duties in a democracy. 
This stemmed in part from her experiences 
as a girl 1n Vienna, Austria, where she was 
born. She was 10 years old when she had 
to tlee with her family 1n 1938 to escape the 
Nazis. 

Of this experience, she sa.ld: ''Perhaps 

that is why democracy is more important to 
me. I know what can happen if citizens 
cease to be diligent." 

This quality in Mrs. Scharfman was rec
ognized yesterday by House Speaker Bart
ley, who said, "She was a dedicated and 
diligent person, and the league and the com
monwealth are poorer for her passing. 

As Lotte Eichenwald, she entered Mt. 
Holyoke College, in 1944 at the age of 16, 
six years after a relative provided her fam
ily with visas to come to New York from 
England. 

She had intended to become a doctor like 
her late father, Dr. Paul Eichenwald, who 
was a surgeon. 

These plans changed, however, after she 
met Howard Scharfrr..an while the two were 
serving as counselors at a summer camp in 
Western Massachusetts. 

They were married in 1949, a year after 
Mrs. Scharfman had graduated from Mt. 
Holyoke. She earned her master's degree in 
social work at the University of Washing
ton. 

She mentioned her husband, who is an 
engineer for the Raytheon Co., after becom
ing the new president of the league. 

"This may sound corny," she said, "but 
Howie doesn't mind me being involved with 
league work. He feels I am his social con
science. He's terrifically involved with his 
job and doesn't have time to get involved 
himself." 

Mrs. Scharfman made it clear, however, 
that her principal concerns in life "are my 
family and the league ... in that order." 

She joined the League, she said, when 
her son Paul was 15 months old, "mainly be
cause I was desperate for some adult con
versation that didn't involve the croup or 
the latest virus." 

Besides her husband and her son, Paul, 
she leaves a son, Danie, and a daughter, Hel
en; her mother, Mrs. Rosa Klausner of Scars
dale, N.Y., and a sister, Mrs. Mazda Nemlich 
of Scarsdale. 

In a. tribute, Senate President Maurice A. 
Donahue (D-Holyoke), said: "I was sorry 
to hear of the sudden death of Mrs. Scharf
man. She was a very articulate spokesman 
for the league, whose devotion to her orga
nization's activities, high intelligence and ob
vious leadership qualities won her the respect 
of all who knew her. 

"I express my sincere condolences to her 
family on their great loss." 

House Speaker Bartley, in his statement, 
said: 

"It was with a deep sense of shock that 
I learned of the death of Mrs. Scharfman." 

Mentioning their televised debate Monday 
night, he said it concerned "perhaps the only 
major issue and substantive issue over which 
the league and I disagreed.'' 

[From the Boston (Mass.) Globe, 
Jan. 15, 1970] 

MRs. LoTTE ScHARFMAN: A "SociAL CoN
sciENCE" DIES 

When Lottie Scharfman was 10 years old 
she and her family tied the Nazis in her na
tive Austria and, after a brief stay in Eng
land, came to the United States. 

It was an experience she never forgot. 
"Perhaps that is why democracy is more 

important to me," she once said. "I know 
what can happen if citizens cease to be 
diligent." 

Her sense of civic involvement led her to 
join the League of Women Voters 1n 1955, 
and her dedication and leadership caused her 
fellow members to elect her president of the 
Massachusetts League last year. 

Her sudden death yesterday a.t her home 
in Lexington on her 42d birthday shocked 
her friends and associates and prompted 
them to recall her dedication to both her 
family and the league. 

She became seriously lli late Tuesday, a 
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family spokesman said, and died after mid
night. The exact cause of death has not 
been determined. 

"She taxed her strength and pushed her
self," the first vice president, Mrs. Norman 
R. Jacobsen, of Arlington, said. "She was 
committed to the league-but to her husband 
and famtly first." 

Mrs. Jacobsen Will serve out the rest of 
Mrs. Scharfman's term as president, which 
will expire in May of next year. 

Mrs. Scharfman was born in Vienna, a 
daughter of a surgeon, the late Dr. Paul 
Elchenwald. She left Austria with her par
ents and sister in 1938. A red haired and 
hazel eyed woman with a sense of humor, 
she discussed her experiences as a refugee 
freely and without bitterness, friends said. 

"She spoke lovingly of her mother and 
the strength she showed then," Mrs. Jacobsen 
said, "and she was grateful that she could 
come to this country and live out her life 
here." 

Mrs. Schrarfman's mother, now Mrs. Rosa 
E. Klausner, lives in Scarsdale, N.Y., and is 
an active League member. A sister Mazda 
also lives in Scarsdale. 

In 1944, Mrs. Scharfman, then Lotte Eich
enwald, enrolled at Mount Holyoke College 
at the age of 16. While working at a summer 
camp in western Massachusetts between her 
junior and senior years, she met Howard 
Scharfman, a fellow councilor. 

Scharfman, now a Raytheon Co. executive, 
had just been discharged from the Army and 
was working on his master's degree at North
western University in Chicago. 

Th:ey were married in 1949, the year after 
she graduated from Mount Holyoke, and 
moved to Seattle, where Dr. Scharfman got a 
job With Boeing Aircraft and his wife a mas
ter's degree in social work at the University 
of Washington. 

Later, they moved to Baltimore, where she 
did social work and he studied for his doctor
ate at Johns Hopkins University. In 1955 the 
Scharfmans moved to 23 Whipple rd., Lex
ington, and Mrs. Scharfman joined the 
League. 

"This may sound corny," she once told an 
interviewer, "but Howie doesn't mind my 
being involved with League work. He feels 
I'm his social conscience. He's terrifically in
volved with his job and doesn't have time to 
get involved hlln.$elf." 

The Scharfmans have three children-Paul, 
16, Daniel, 11, and Helen, 9, "My main con
cerns in life are my family and the league
in that order," she said. 

The League is now campaigning to reduce 
the size of the Massachusetts House from 
240 members to 160, and Mrs. Scharfman 
threw herself into the campaign with char
acteristic enthusiasm. 

Although she had not been feeling well for 
several days, she left her home Monday to go 
to Worcester to debate the House cut issue 
on television with Speaker David Bartley. 

"I shouldn't have done it," she told a re
porter the next day. "It took all my 
strength." · 

Bartley expressed shock at Mrs. Scharf
man's death yesterday. He said it was ironic 
that the debate had been over the House cut, 
"perhaps the only major and substantive 
issue over which the League and I disagreed." 

Bartley said she "was a dedicated and dlli
gent person, and the League and the Com
monwealth of Massachusetts are poorer for 
her passing." 

Senate Pres. Maurice A. Donahue joined 
Bartley in praising Mrs. Scharfman's devo
tion to the League and extending sympathy 
to her family. 

A meeting at the League·s state headquar
ters was held as scheduled yesterday "be
cause Lotte would have wanted it that way." 

Tributes from public officials and League 
officers came to the office in a steady stream 
but were perhaps all summed up by the 
second vice president, Mrs. Richard Wills. 

"Among leaders," she said, "she was a 
leader." 

Services will be held today at 11 a.m. in 
Temple Emunah, Lexington. Rabbi Herbert 
Rosenblum will officiate. Burial will be in 
Westview Cemetery. 

[From the Boston (Mass.) Globe, Jan. 15, 
1970] 

LOTTE SCHARFMAN 
She was a rare and special person, one of 

those few women who can reconcile intelll
gence and wit with a feminine gaiety that 
lightened the lives of those around her. She 
was a lady. 

Mrs. Howard Scharfman of Lexington, 
president of the League of Women Voters 
of Ma~achusetts, sound formidable, and she 
was. She was also "Lotte" to all kinds and 
conditions of men and women who fought 
With and for her politically, and unani
mously respected her honesty and dedication. 

In a time when words like involvement, 
commitment and concern are rather lightly 
tossed about, Lotte Scharfman represented 
the real thing. 

She was smarter than most of the people 
she talked with, but she never made them 
cont;cious of it. She was utterly fair and so 
honest as to care deeply about the precise 
meaning of her words. 

.At the time of her death yesterday morn
ing, she was approaching the critical struggle 
of the League's long fight to reduce the size 
of the House of Representatives. She said 
she thought the League was going to win, 
and you knew she meant it, because !she 
always meant it. She was a politician in the 
best sense of the word, and her word was 
good. 

Spea.ker David M. Bartley, her constant 
adversary in this fight, said of her, "She was 
a dedicated and diligent person and the 
League and Massachusetts are poorer." An
other one of her opponenttl on the issue said 
it shorter, and, perhaps, better: "She was a 
great gal." 

NATION'S SCHOOL FINANCIAL 
CRISIS 

<Mr. MADDEN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re
marks and include extraneous matter.> 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I think it 
is a great interest to the Members of 
Congress, both of the House and partic
ularly our colleagues in the other body 
who are this afternoon voting on the 
education appropriation bill for the com
ing year to know that there are a number 
of school strikes over the Nation caused 
by the deplorable lack of funds to edu
cate the multimillions of American chil
dren of school age. 

Today is the lOth day of a school strike 
existing in the city of Gary, Ind. Approx
imately 48,500 students have been de
prived of any educational training since 
January 10. In a telephone conversa
tion a. few minutes ago with Gordon 
McAndrew, superintendent of the school 
system of Gary, he informed me that 
several meetings have taken place be
tween the school officials and the various 
unions demanding increased wages for 
the Gary schoolteachers. No decision is 
looked for in the immediate future. 

Gary, Ind., is one of hundreds of 
cities, especially in large urban areas 
that lack funds to properly carry on 
American education facilities by reason 
of inflation, high cost of living, and a 
general breakdown of public school :fi
nances over the country. No doubt, un-

less something is done by the Federal 
Government to help finance this Federal 
crisis especially in metropolitan areas, 
the year 1970 might bring about a break
down of our educational system in many 
localities throughout America. 

I have received many telegrams from 
Indiana asking that everything be done 
to persuade the executive department to 
cooperate with Congress in providing 
funds for American schoolchildren. I 
wish to hereby read telegrams I received 
today from Mayor Richard Gordon Hat
cher, of Gary, Ind., and Gordon McAn
drew, superintendent of schools, asking 
Federal aid in settling this strike and 
also money to help the exploding popu
lation of our industrial community edu
cate the children in the crowded school 
rooms of the Indiana-Calumet region. 

Mr. Speaker, I include two telegrams I 
received this morning on the Gary 
school crisis: 

Hon. RAY MADDEN, 
Washington, D.C.: 

GARY, IND., 
January 20, 1970. 

We have today sent the following telegram 
to Secretary of Health, Education, and Wel
fare Robert Finch: 

"The strike of public school teachers in 
Gary is the result of a financial crisis. It is 
added unhappy proof that this Nation does 
not have the monetary resources to put $80 
blllion a year into arms and war and at the 
same time educate our children. Gary's situ
ation is duplicated in many other cities and 
for the same reasons. We urge you to impress 
upon the President that national priorities 
must be reversed. The billions currently 
spent on war must be channeled into educa
tion, housing, welfare, and other constructive 
purposes. Until that happens local funds are 
not sufficient to meet our needs therefore 
we request that you allocate emergency 
funds to Gary, so we can meet the wage de
mands of our teachers which negotiators 
have already agreed are justified. May we 
ask your support in this action." 

GORDON McANDREW, 
Superintendent of Schools. 
RICHARD G. HATCHER, 

Mayor. 

BLOOMINGTON, IND., 
January 15, 1970. 

Hon. RAY J . MADDEN, 
House Office Building, 
Washington, D.C.: 

Priority for education in United States 
should be established now. If called upon 
urge your vote for veto override on H.R. 
13111. 

RAYMOND S. BUTLER, 
Executive Secretary, Indiana Confer

ence of Higher Education, Indiana 
University. 

MIDDLE EAST POLICY 
<Mr. FISH asked and was given per

mission to address the House for 1 min
ute and to revise and extend his remarks 
and include extraneous matter.) 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I am most 
pleased to join with many of my col
leagues who are concerned with the 
change in our foreign policy with regard 
to the Middle East and particularly with 
our position vis-a-vis Israel and the face
to-face negotiations between Israel and 
her Arab neighbors. Many of us believe 
face-to-face negotiations is the only way 
lasting peace will come to this area of the 
world. 

Witt ... the announcement this past 
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weekend of continued hostilities, air at
tacks, commando raids, and artillery 
shelling, it is most timely that a resolu
tion clarifying American policy was in
troduced January 19, the first day of this 
session of Congress. 

It is a simple resolution that very clear. 
ly says: 

The House of Representatives affirms the 
long standing United States policy calling 
for direct face-to-face negotiations between 
the government of the nations involved. 

This is consistent with the 1969 decla
ration by a majority of both Houses of 
Congress: 

The United States should oppose all pres
sures upon Israel to withdraw prematurely 
and unconditionally from any of the ter
ritories which Israel now administers. 

In addition, I am writing a letter to 
Secretary Rogers expressing my concern 
over our apparent change in policy. 

For the information of my colleagues 
I insert in the RECORD a copy of my 
December 17, 1969, letter to Secretary 
Rogers: 

DECEMBER 17, 1969. 
Hon. Wn.LIAM P. ROGERS, 
Secretary of State, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR MR. SECRETARY: There are aspects of 
the premature American evacuation o! the 
U.S. Air Force Wheelus Base in Libya that 
have aroused my concern. 

As you know, Mr. Secretary, the recent 
leftist coup in Libya represented the seizure 
of power by a clique friendly to the Soviet 
Union and antagonistic to the United States. 
It is my understanding that the United 
States had a contractual agreement to use 
the Wheelus Base until the end of 1971. 
Yet two years ahead of schedule the new 
leftist Libyan regime is arbitrarily kicking 
us out. 

Mr. Secretary, I think it should be clarified 
if the Executive Department intends to in
form the Congress and to consult with us on 
the steps taken to assure that strategic in
stallations and equipment are not aban
doned for possible Soviet use at Wheelus. 
Have such steps been taken? If so, I respect
fully request to know in specific the provi
sions for removal of radar fac111ties, work
shops, meteorological installations, defense 
systems, and anything else that might be of 
use to the Soviet Union. 

Since Soviet units, naval and air, have 
used bases in Egypt, Syria, Yemen, and Al
geria, it is reasonable to assume that Rus
sian m111tary forces will have access to 
Wheelus. As you know, the defense funds o! 
the United States are restricted by economy 
needs. The Wheelus facilities cost us hun
dreds o! millions. Since Libya is prematurely 
cancelling its contractual obligations, I am 
sure you agree that we should not abandon 
anything of value for leftist military use. 

I am sure you are aware that Wheelus 
was the most important training facility !or 
our Air Force outside the United States. It 
was important for our NATO squadrons and 
a key factor in the defense o! free world 
interests in the Mediterranean. We may not 
be able to retain a presence at Wheelus. But 
at least we should not present the Libyan 
leftists with a "give-away" worth hundreds 
of millions. 

Indeed, Mr. Secretary, I would like to be 
able to inform constituents who served at 
Wheelus-and have raised questions--on 
whether we are not in our rights to destroy, 
1! necessary by demolition, such fa.cil1ties 
built by us that could be used by the Rus
sians or leftist military forces. My constitu
ents are thinking of the jeopardy created !or 
the United States Sixth Fleet which re-

mains exposed in the Mediterranean, already 
harassed and shadowed by Soviet naval and 
air units based in Arab states. 

I would deeply appreciate an unclassified 
answer because I feel that my constituents 
are entitled to know how the government 
disposes of military installations financed by 
their taxes-especially in a situation in
volving our security and national self
respect. 

With assurances of h ighest personal re
gards, 

Sincerely, 
HAMILTON FISH, Jr., 

Member of Congress. 

I believe we in Congress, the repre
sentatives of the American people, and, 
yes, of the Israelis whom we have sup
ported in the past, deserve a full and 
complete and immediate explanation of 
our apparent change in policy and our 
handling of the Wheelus Air Force Base 
affair. 

I would respectfully suggest that a 
full-scale open public inquiry into these 
matters be conducted by the House For
eign Affairs Committee at the earliest 
possible moment. 

~SFORCOMBATINGC~ 

<Mr. McCLORY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re
marks.) 

Mr. McCLORY. Mr. Speaker, I wel
come the announcement by Attorney 
General Mitchell yesterday of the dis
tlibution by the Law Enforcement As
sistance Administration of Federal funds 
to State and local governments for plan
ning and action programs to combat 
crime. The Justice Department is to be 
commended for its prompt work ln trans
lating the fiscal year 1970 appropriation 
for the Law Enforcement Assistance Ad
ministration into meaningful grants 
with which the States and localities can 
deal. I am especially pleased with the 
sevenfold increase in funds for planning 
and action grants over those awarded in 
fiscal year 1969. My own State of n
linois will this year receive in excess of 
$10 million in law enforcement assist
ance. 

Mr. Speaker, the fiscal year 1970 ap
propriation of $268 million for the LEAA, 
is a great deal of money, It is especially 
a great deal of money for government to 
spend during a period of serious infia
tion. However, it is undeniable that the 
problem of crime in America demands 
solution. As Attorney General Mitchell 
himself stated in an address to the Re
publican Governors' Association in De
cember: 

Something has gone terribly wrong in 
America, particularly in the crimlna.l jus
tice system-the police, the courts, and cor
rections. Police do not prevent enough crime 
. . . courts are so clogged . . . that felony 
defendants frequently are not brought to 
trial until a year or two after arrest. Cor
rections is failing in its great task of pro
tecting society while rehabilitating offenders. 

Criminal justice is a huge operation in 
America. There are, after all, 50 States, 
some 18,000 cities and 3,000 counties in 
this country, all with a stake in crime 
prevention. If the Federal Government is 
to provide help, funds must be author-

ized and appropriated promptly by the 
Congress, distributed promptly to the 
States and utilized wisely at the local 
level. As a member of the Committee on 
the Judiciary, I expect to be working 
early this year on a new authorization 
for the Law Enforcement Assistance Ad
ministration that will add greatly to the 
funds available for that agency. I am 
certain that the Committee on the Judi
ciary understands the urgent need, and 
I am equally certain that the Members 
of this House share the committee's con
cern and understanding. 

Mr. Speaker, the money which was 
appropriated for LEAA in the past has 
been well spent. All 50 States have de
veloped comprehensive law enforcement 
improvement plans and each is using its 
share for the kinds of projects it finds 
particularly necessary. Dlinois, for ex
ample, is using some of its 1969 grant to 
develop new programs to control or
ganized crime and for public education 
programs concerning narcotics. Other 
States are strengthening their prosecu
tors' offices, improving police training 
and selection, training juvenile court 
staffs, and creating new police communi
cations systems. 

Encouraged by the Federal entry into 
the field of law enforcement, my State of 
illinois is making expenditures for crimi
nal justice far beyond that necessary to 
meet its commitment to the LEAA. A 
total of $7.5 million was appropriated by 
the State for fiscal year 1970 for use in 
criminal justice improvement. Accord
ing to a statement of John F. X. Irving, 
executive director of the Illinois Law 
Enforcement Commission, $5 million out 
of the total of $7.5 million, is being allo
cated for the following seven major pro
grams, which will be funded exclusively 
with State funds: 

First, training opportunities for crimi
nal justice personnel including police, 
probation and parole officers, institu
tional staff, school guidance counselors 
and others who work in the system; 

Second, creation of a 4-year College 
of Police Science, Law Enforcement, and 
Corrections; 

Third, expansion throughout the State 
of the embryonic law enforcement agen
cies data system into a total automated 
criminal justice information exchange 
system; 

Fourth, a crime statistics center for 
data gathering; 

Fifth, creation of five satellite crime 
laboratories-the State now has two
plus 10 crime scene units and five poly
graph operators, thereby making the 
most scientific techniques for analyzing 
evidence and· crime scene coverage 
readily available to all law enforcement 
agencies; 

Sixth, installation of emergency radio 
units in most patrol cars; and 

Seventh, development of intensive 
local police-community relations pro
grams. 

Mr. Speaker, the announcement by the 
Attorney General yesterday of the fiscal 
year 1970 grants to the States makes 
mention also of the research and devel
opment arms of LEAA, the National In
stitute of Law Enforcement and Crim-
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inal Justice. AB the author of the amend
ment ,in the House to establish the In
stitute, it was my expectation that 
through grants, studies, research, and the 
collection and dissemination of infor
mation, the Institute would serve as the 
focal point for advancing modern tech
niques for combatt,ing crime. I am 
pleased so far with the progress of the 
Institute and, although funds for its 
support have been somewhat limited. I 
am hopeful that in the coming year we 
will recognize the need for greater sup
port for the research and development 
aspects of the attack on crime. 

The Institute's research program for 
fiscal year 1970 encompasses, among 
others, the following areas of inquiry: 
First, new equipment and improved com
munications for pollee forces; second, 
development of automated identification 
procedures and voice print identifica
tion; third, studies of organized criminal 
activity; and, fourth, what has tradi
tionally been called "white collar cr,ime." 

Mr. Speaker, again I congratulate the 
Justice Department for its prompt ac
tion. The States must now proceed with 
the wise and careful use of their grants. 
Meanwhile, we in the Congress must be
gin preparations for an increased Fed
eral role of cooperation and coordination 
for fiscal year 1971. 

THE NEED FOR ASSISTANCE TO 
THE EDUCATIONALLY DISADVAN
TAGED 
The SPEAKER. Under a previous or

der of the House, the gentleman from 
Kentucky <Mr. PERKINS) is recognized 
for 60 minutes. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, assuming 
that the HEW appropriation bill is ve
toed-and I for one certainly hope that 
the President will not veto the bill-but 
assuming it is, I hope the Members will 
read the n_earings that were conducted 
last year on the Elementary and Second
ary Education Act, and particularly the 
testimony on the impacted areas legisla
tion. · 

Mr. Speaker, I learned last week that 
a systematic campaign was apparently 
being developed to discredit the conduct 
of education programs under the Ele
mentary and Secondary Education Act. 

Reckless charges are being made that 
title I funds are not reaching the children 
for whom Congress intended the pro
grams to operate. 

When this was first brought to my 
attention, I immediately contacted a 
large number of school superintendents 
from each State in order to get the facts 
from the actual school program operat
ing level. The results which I will be 
sharing with my colleagues from day to 
day indicate these charges are indeed 
reckless and without foundation. The 
questionnaires have been returned in the 
last several days, so I think it is fair 
to say that this is the most recent in
formation available upon which to eval
uate title I. 

The data shows that North, South, 
East, and West, title I funds are effec
tively being employed to make great 
improvements in the achievement of ed
ucationally disadvantaged youngsters. 

My inquiries disclose without exception 
that the only serious limitation on pro
gram effectiveness at this time relates 
to the matter of funding. 

Almost without exception reporting 
school districts express an urgent need 
for more funds than are allocated. Also, 
there is universal concern over the delay 
in allocating funds to educational 
agencies. 

AB of this afternoon I have received 
responses from school administrators 
representing school districts serving 
1,035,107 children, of which approxi
mately 172,940 are the beneficiaries of 
title I programs. 

In fact, it was not uncommon for 
school administrators to respond in con
nection with the effectiveness of pro
grams that the title I projects were the 
most effective Federal projects. 

As the school superintendent in San 
Jose, Calif., put it: 

Our Title I programs are urgently 
needed-only one-third of the elementary 
and none of the secondary school children 
who need the services of the projects are re
ceiving them. 

AB to the effectiveness of the programs 
his comment was an emphatic: 

Yes--and we have test data to prove it. 
We can document who is being served, that 
the services are effective, and can show com
munity support for expansion. 

The nature of my inquiry with the 
school administrators as will be reflected 
by the questionnaires I shall place in 
the record show a steady decline year 
to year in the amount of the title I grant 
for such school district. 

The amount of funds provided by the 
House-approved conference report on 
H.R. 13111 will not permit any great 
forward movement in these title I pro
grams but will simply restore them to 
their operating levels of 1968, a point of 
funding which school administrators 
universally indicate is rockbottom es
sential. I want my colleagues to note the 
steady decline in the total amount of 
the grant to each school district since fis
cal year 1968, which the answers to the 
questionnaire show. 

Even with the amounts provided in 
H.R. 13111, title I of the Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act will be sub
stantially less than 50 percent funded. 

I think that it is tragic that at this 
particular time we should be debating 
the override of the Presidential veto of 
funds which only fund these education 
programs at something less than 50 per
cent. We should be debating the full 
funding of education programs. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield to the distin
guished gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I wish 
to commend the gentleman from Ken
tucky, the chairman of the Education 
and Labor Committee, for calling the 
attention of the Members of this Con
gress to the serious educational crisis our 
Nation is facing today. A few moments 
ago I spoke to the House Members 
about the school strike that is now tak
ing place in Gary, Ind. That is merely 
one of several school strikes taking place 
over the Nation because of inflation 

and the high cost of living and the low 
salary of the teaching profession. 

About 72 percent of the Nation's pop.: 
ulation now resides in the metropolitan 
areas, the property owners of the city 
areas cannot endure the heavy tax load 
on their homes-cost of living and the 
added school tax load. 

When the President of the United 
States threatens to knock out $1 billion 
and a couple hundred million from the 
school budget, he is defying all the 
principles of the educational processes 
that American fathers and mothers hold 
for the hopes of educating their chil
dren. 

I do not know how long the school 
strike will last in Gary, but it is caused 
by the increase in population coming 
into that industrial area. Large farm 
corporations over the country are buy
ing up millions of acres of farmland 
in all sections of our Nation and are 
driving tenants off the farms into the 
cities. 

These tenants have to go into the 
metropolitan areas with their families 
to get work. That has been happening 
ever since this $3 Y2 billion farm subsidy 
has been inflicted, one might say, on the 
Federal taxpayer. Today there are thou
sands of mammoth farm operators col
lecting millions and millions of dollars 
from the Federal Government for idle 
land. These tenants go into Chicago, 
Los Angeles, New York, Gary, Ham
mond, Indianapolis, Minneapolis, and 
New Orleans, and so forth. They have 
no place else to go. 

This administration seems to uphold 
that great corporate . farm racket of a 
$3.5 billion subsidy being paid to rich 
corporation farmers to buy up land and 
leave most of it idle and then be reim
bursed by the Government. 

I believe this is one of the great issues 
we will confront in the campaign this 
year. If the President vetoes this school 
bill to save $1.2 billion added to what 
he submitted-! want to say it is a 
shocking situation, and the American 
people this November will rise up and 
refiect their minds at the polls. The 
leaders in Washington should know that 
the one thing American mothers and 
fathers will not tolerate is Federal econ
omy at the expense of the schoolchildren 
of the Nation. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let me thank my dis
tinguished colleague for his statement. 
I can assure the distinguished gentle
man from Indiana that we are strangling 
education almost to the point of de
struction not only in the metropolitan 
areas he describes but also in the rural 
areas of America. 

Only 2 years ago the gentleman from 
Minnesota <Mr. QuiE) and I and others, 
took concerted action because of great 
deficiences in vocational education fund
ing. At that time we had an authoriza
tion for only about $260 million. Because 
of the great need, we more than tripled 
authorizations for vocational education 
in 1968. Now we are trying to operate the 
vocational schfi)ols on practically the 
same appropriation, and at the same 
time we have earmarked 40 percent of 
the appropriation for entirely new pro
grams of vocational education for the 
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physically handicapped, the disadvan
taged, and at the post-secondary level. 
As a result, unless we do something about 
approving right now the additional vo
cational-educational funds in H.R. 13111 
States will have to cut out or greatly re
duce ongoing vocational programs. 

Mr. QUIE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield to the distin
guished gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. QUIE. I believe the gentleman 
from Indiana raised an interesting point 
about rural students who move to the 
cities. Under title I of the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act, where the 
greatest amount of the elementary and 
secondary education aid comes, those 
children are still counted in the rural 
areas, and many move from the rural 
areas. That is one of the things which 
is wrong with title I of the ESEA. The 
children have moved to the cities. If they 
are on welfare and the welfare payments 
are above $2,000 they are counted now. 

There are counties of the country where 
the children have left and it is pretty 
hard to find them to spend the money 
on. This is one of the problems imder 
title I. It has not concentrated on the 
children with the most severe problems. 

We have seen criticisms from various 
organizations-the NAACP made one 
recently-that the money was not going 
to the children it was intended for. I 
believe there would be much stronger 
support in the administration, too, if 
title I of ESEA were actually concen
trated on those who need it, and the re
sults would come back to us on the 
evaluation that the money was wisely 
spent. 

This is going to be solved for the cities 
under title I of ESEA. 

I know that one can get all kinds of 
comments from school administrators 
who receive the money. They would like 
to continue to receive the money, and 
will always claim it was wisely expended. 
One of the problems we have is that the 
evaluation results have not shown to us 
that that money brought the kind of im
provement in education which is needed. 

It is better now than it was in the first 
years, because in the :first years the 
schools had to spend more money and 
many of them put their money into 
equipment. The reason for that was the 
equipment men, the salesmen, came to 
them and said: "Have you used up your 
allotment yet?" The school administrator 
said: "No. We have not figured out a pro
gram as yet to spend it on." So the 
equipment men said: "We have a pro
gram here where you can buy this equip
ment." In that way a tremendous amount 
of these funds was used for equipment in 
the first year rather than for programs. 
That is why we got into difficulty in this 
respect. There is no way that the State 
can concentrate the money in those areas 
where it is most needed, as the gentleman 
from Indiana <Mr. MADDEN) indicated. 
There is no way under the formula that 
we can do it. There is a tremendous 
problem, as a matter of fact, that the 
gentleman from Kentucky and I and 
others on the committee must work out a 
solution to if elementary and secondary 

education is to be as effective a program 
as we want it to be. We do not want the 
program cut back if the money is not 
used as effectively as it should have 
been. We made a mistake when the ad
ministration could not get $25 million 
for an experimental program to run it 
effectively. We made a mistake when the 
administration could not get money for 
the dropout program, because both of 
those programs worked on the causes of 
the difficulties of education where some 
people end up as functional illiterates 
when they finish their formal educational 
training. I hope that we can work with 
the administration so that as a result of 
this we can move toward what I think 
should be our goal, which is about a 
quarter of the cost of elementary and 
secondary education being funded 
through the Federal Government. I 
think now with the additional money 
that was added in the appropriation bill, 
$1.1 billion, that there is a tremendous 
amount available that would not be 
wisely expended if the administration 
were forced to expend it. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let me say to my dis
tinguished colleague from Minnesota-

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman from Kentucky yield to 
me? 

Mr. PERKINS. I will be happy to yield 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
but first may I respond and answer the 
gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I can answer him 
very effectively and very quickly. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let me say that I do 
not know of any member on our commit
tee who has been more diligent in trying 
to improve the educational opportunities 
for the disadvantaged than the gentle
man from Minnesota. However, I think 
he will have to agree that we conducted
and he sat by my side when we did it
last year the most exhaustive and most 
complete hearings that have ever been 
conducted on the Elementary and Sec
ondary Education Act. We invited people 
from all walks of life to testify. There 
was no witness turned down who the mi
nority wanted to bring before that com
mittee. Any witness who wanted to come 
before that committee was afforded an 
opportunity to testify. No Member of this 
body was denied the opportunity to bring 
a witness before the committee. The 
abundance of evidence we obtained dis
closed that the chief obstacle was lnade
quate funding and untimely authoriza
tions and untimely appropriations. We 
are requiring educators to row the title I 
education boat, not with just one oar, but 
only half an oar. I think when the gen
tleman from Minnesota looks at the sur
vey responses. he will see the reason why 
we cannot expect optimum results when 
the Congress has applied money too 
thinly. And yet the results have been 
good. 

The title I formula applies funds to 
school very effectively on the basis of 
need. The important point is that we are 
only taking care of a portion of the dis
advantaged in the elementary and secon
dary schoolrooms throughout America 
both in rural and urban areas because 
of inadequate funding. That is the rea-

son why I am putting in the RECORD, the 
responses of these people actually at the 
program operating level so that the 
Members can look at them tomorrow and 
the next day and the next day, and I 
hope for the next 2 weeks before this veto 
message comes up here. 

By that time, I think we will see just 
what is taking place in the various school 
districts throughout Amelica. Yes, we 
will have to take the comments and as
sume that the school people are giving us 
true facts. I do not know who else to go 
to. I do not think we should tolerate at 
this late hour a campaign against fund
ing these programs, a campaign of 
accusations completely contrary to the 
facts which our committee has been sup
plied in extensive hearings and contrary 
to the most recent data received this 
week which I am placing in the RECORD 
today and the remainder of the week. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, will 
the distinguished gentleman from Ken
tucky yield? 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield to the distin-
guished Speaker. · 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, the 
threat by the President to veto the edu
cation and health appropriation bill, ap
proved by an overwhelming majority of 
both Democrats and Republicans in 
Congress, clearly places the spotlight di
rectly upon the administration's con
fused views of this Nation's real needs. 

The Congress placed a high pliority 
on health, food, education, and clean air. 
The President's advisers, including 
Health, Education, and Welfare Secre
tary Robert Finch, have tried to mis
direct the issue and confuse the realities 
of the situation by calling this inflation
ary. The issue is not inflation. Rather, 
the issue is meeting the needs of America 
for our children, health research and 
training medical personnel to meet our 
health care needs. Obviously, the admin
istration has decided to make the educa
tion and health programs bear the major 
burden of the effects of accelerated infla
tion under this administration by asking 
for less for schools and health. I do not 
understand what sort of logic the admin
istration is using in this matter, but I 
cannot believe that an additional billion 
for schools, libraries, colleges, vocational 
education, handicapped children, the 
mentally retarded and control of air pol
lution is any more inflationary than a 
billion more in foreign aid, as firmly as I 
believe in foreign aid. 

The overall bill for the Departments 
of Labor and Health, Education, and 
Welfare, the appropriation bill, carried a 
grand total of $19,747,153,000, represent
ing a reduction from the budget request 
of $19,834,125,700. So the appropriation 
is less than the budget estimate. Where 
does the cry of inflation come in under 
those circumstances, particularly in view 
of the reduced reduction in appropria
tions that were made by Congress in 
connection with other bills? 

The chief increases in the Department 
of Health, Education, and Welfare were 
the Elementary and Secondary Educa
tion Act funds from $405 million to $717 
million, and impacted areas assistance 
from $202 million to $600 million. 
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Mr. Speaker, assuming that the veto 

1s sustained and that another appropria
tion bill comes in, is there really any 
doubt but what the impacted school areas 
assistance appropriation will be in
creased again to the $600 million? There 
is no question about that. 

Mr. Speaker, the various programs 
carried on by the National Institutes of 
Health are also increased from $1,452 
million to $1,550 million. What did this 
increase include? It included the Insti
tutes for Cancer, Heart, Child Health, 
Human Development, Eye, Environ
mental Health Sciences, and so forth. 

That is what the issue is, it is not the 
issue of inflation in this bill because the 
overall appropriation is less than the 
budget estimates of the administration. 

Let us see what happened on the adop
tion of the conference report, and if it 
is vetoed this will be the same because 
the veto would contain the provisions of 
the conference report. 

On December 22, 1969, the conference 
report was adopted by a vote of 261 to 
110. Democrats voting: For it, 175; 
against it, 25. Republicans voting: For 
it, 86; against it, 84. 

So what are those 86 Republicans go
ing to do who voted for it? How are they 
going to explain it, if they vote to sus
tain the veto, when only a month or so 
ago, or less than a month ago, they 
voted for the very same bill in the con
ference report? Are they going to take 
the inconsistent position of going up the 
hill a month ago and then going down 
the hill in a few days from now when 
the veto is made? 

So that the clear decision follows that 
it is not infiation, the record is clear 
in that respect. The overall appropriation 
bill 1s less than the budget estimate. So 
that the issue of infiation is an errone
ous one injected for the purpose of try
ing to deceive or to try and mislead. 

What is involved here is education. 
Furthermore, as I have said, if a veto is 
sustained, when the appropriation bill 
comes in later, these very same items, 
both of them, will be put back, unless 
the committee includes it in the appro
priation bill. As I said, the impacted 
school aid assistance 1s going to go back 
in, you and I and my Republican friend 
know that. So that the situation is rather 
very clear that inflation is not involved. 

So as I say, it is going to be very, very 
interesting to see how those 80-odd Re
publicans who voted for the conference 
report are going to vote if a veto comes 
back. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I cer
tainly want to compliment you for your 
statement. I agree with you that the issue 
here is not inflation, the issue is whether 
we are going to abandon many worthy 
educational programs that we put on 
the books in the last few years. 

Further, I feel as you feel that if we 
get the 86 Republicans who voted for 
the conference report in the House that 
we will override the veto. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield further to our 
distinguished Speaker. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker. I 

thank the gentleman for yielding fur
ther. 

At the very time our 86 Republican 
friends voted for the conference report 
they knew that there was the threat of a 
veto, so their vote was deliberate, their 
vote was in the exercise of their judg
ment in the best interests of education 
in this country, and in the best interests 
of medical research that is provided for 
by appropriation in the bill. 

It is going to be very interesting to see 
how our 86 Republican friends vote, es
pecially when less than a month ago they 
voted for the very bill in the conference 
report, if they vote to sustain the veto, 
if they decide to do so. So it will be most 
interesting to see how they are going to 
vote if the bill is vetoed and sent back. 

Mr. MICHEL. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I will 
yield to the gentleman from Illinois in 
just one moment. 

First let me state that the Speaker 
has mentioned that this bill, the HEW 
appropriation bill, is not inflationary 
and has stated that he is very much 
interested in seeing how the 86 Repub
licans who voted for the appropriation 
bill in the House will vote on the veto. 
This is not a partisan matter. I firmly 
believe that, if the 86 who did vote for 
the HEW appropriation conference re
port will still vot.e to override a veto, that 
we will certainly override the veto, as we 
should do. 

Education is at the crossroads in this 
country and, if we fail to override, in 
my judgment, we are going to tell chil
dren, their parents, the teachers, and the 
school people throughout America that 
the Congress of the United States is not 
interested in education, in the educa
tional problems that confront them. 

If you travel through the districts of 
this country-and I travel through 
mine-I feel confident that you will find 
the people want us to make this money 
available for education. It is maintained 
that we are in an infiationary period, 
and fighting a war; hence, education 
spending should be cut. But I think it is 
clear that preserving the schools and 
strengthening the future manpower re
sources of this country commands the 
highest of spending priorities. 

The Congress must exercise its inde
pendent judgment and override the veto. 
I cannot conceive of any of our 86 Re
publican friends who voted for the con
ference report doing otherwise. 

Mr. MICHEL. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield to the gentle
man from Illinois. 

Mr. MICHEL. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

First, I take issue with the gentleman 
that we are cutting the education pro
grams by the action which we foresee. 
Actually, what we are opposed to, and 
with the President, we are trying to make 
the point of the outlandish increase over 
the budget figure and over last year's 
expenditure level. 

In the Department of Health, Educa
tion, and Welfare expenditures proposed 
by the Nixon budget were $2,300,000,000 

over the expenditure level in the year 
1969. Now I would also want to correct 
the record because, in the distingUished 
Speaker's remarks, he made the point of 
our actually making the figure $1 billion 
below the budget. 

I think, in all fairness, what we have 
to take into account here is that in the 
conference report we did not include 
forward funding of $1,226,000,000 that 
was in the budget. So, make no mistake 
about it, the bill is still $1 billion-plus 
o._·er the President's budget. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let me say to my dis
tinguished colleague, the gentleman from 
Dlinois, that in my judgment we made a 
serious mistake by not including a for
ward funding provision in the bill. 

I hope in the future we can do some
thing about timely authorizations and 
timely appropriations. There 1s only one 
thing that stands in the way of obtain
ing optimum results from Federal edu
cation dollars and that is untimely au
thorizations and appropriations. 

But I want to pick up just three or 
four of these questionnaires and take 
them as they come to refute the state
ment of the gentleman from Dlinois that 
we are funding at the same level. 

The first questionnaire is from Orville 
M. Bailey, of Lauderdale County, Flor
ence, Ala. They received $297,201 in 1968. 
This is the way all of these run. In 1969, 
they received $272,607. In 1970 they 
dropped down to $245,349, if we permit 
the administration's viewpoint to stand. 

I asked: 
Wha.t additional funds, 11 any, could you 

effectively a.pply to your title I programs in 
the fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

That was the second question. 
Answer: 1970, they need $55,000 more. 
Answer: 1971, $155,000 more. 

The forward funding provision should 
have been in the bill for $2 billion for 
fiscal year 1971 to let the school people 
in this country know that we intend to do 
something for education. 

I could go on and on. The second ques
tionnaire 1s from Tucson, Ariz., Thomas 
L. Lee, superintendent. There appears the 
number of children, which contradicts 
what the gentleman from Minnesota 
said, the question he raised. We go on 
down to the question as to the amount 
they received. In 1968, in Tucson, Ariz., 
the amount received was $838,368.76. In 
1969, $775,634; in 1970, there was a cut
back of a third-$666,121. 

What I am trying to get across is that 
we should fund these programs to the 
1968 level, and that is all we will be do
ing when we override the President's 
veto. I am most hopeful that we will do it. 

I am sure the gentleman from lllinois 
will review these questionnaires and see 
how we are starving the same number of 
children for 1970 compared with 1968, 
and that is the reason that we need this 
money. 

Mr. MICHEL. Why does the gentleman 
leave out the year 1969? 

Mr. PERKINS. I do not leave out the 
year 1969. In 1969 there was a reduction 
below 1968. In every instance you will 
find that is so in respect to 1969. 
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Mr. MICHEL. I did not hear any ob

jection of the gentleman--
Mr. PERKINS. I do not want to beg 

the question with the gentleman, but you 
will find the figure for 1969. I invite you 
to review the questionnaires, which con
tradict your statement. 

Mr. QUIE. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield to the gentle
man from Minnesota. 

Mr. QUIE. Is there any question in the 
questionnaire which would, through the 
answers, tell us, or any other informa
tion that the gentleman has, as to the 
number of children participating in title 
I projects who can now read up to grade 
level or at a higher grade level than they 
did before? 

Mr. PERKINS. You will find in many 
of these questionnaires statements of 
where children have taken tests and 
they show the advantages that are flow
ing from the money that is co~in~ in~o 
the school districts. That question IS di
rectly put in all of these questionnaires, 
and I think the gentleman from Minne
sota will certainly be interested in the 
answers. 

Mr. QUIE. I will say to the gentleman, 
if he will yield further, that I looked over 
some of the replies and I have not seen 
as yet--maybe there are some-where 
children are now reading up to grade 
level. 

Mr. PERKINS. These are new ques
tionnaires. I prepared the questions 
when I was in here about 10 days ago, 
and they are just commencing to come 
back. 

Mr. QUIE. Will the gentleman read the 
question he asked as to the change in 
the educational accomplishments of the 
students because of Federal programs? 

Mr. PERKINS. I do not want to take 
the time, because the accomplishments 
are all set out in these questionnaires. 

Sometimes there will be an extra page. 
I am sure the gentleman is going to be 
really informed when he reads these 
questionnaires. 

Mr. QUIE. I am not asking the gentle
man to read- the answers, which may run 
a page or so, but I am asking the gentle
man to read the questions, which must 
be quite short. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will read the ques
tions. Here is one, from Orville M. Bailey, 
that I referred to a while ago: 

Question: How many children in your dis
trict are benefiting from educrution programs 
funded under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: To a limited extent all pupils in 
our system, (8,491) are benefiting from Title 
I activities, however, approximately 1,825 
pupils are involved with concentrated activi
ties, primarily remedial reading. 

Question: What is the ADA in your school 
district grades K-12? 

Answer: For 1968-69 school year $7996.61, 
for 4th month 1969-70 school year ( t>ndlng 
December 5, 1969) $7941.59. 

Question: What was the amount of your 
ESEA Title I grant in each of the following 
fiscal years? 

Answer: 1968 $297,201, 1969 $272,607, 1970 
$245,349. 

Question: What additional funds, 1f any, 
could you effectively apply to your Title I 
programs in fiscal year 1970 over and above 
the present level of funding? In fiscal year 
1971? 

Answer: 1970 $55,000, 1971 $155,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the spe
cial needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes, see attached sheet. 
Question: Recent hearings in Washington 

disclosed that inadequate funding was the 
greatest obstacle in the path of more effec
tively reaching the disadvantaged. others 
now contend that we cannot effectively uti
lize extra funds contained in the HEW Ap
propriation Bill because the funds are be
ing misdirected and are not reaching the dis
advantaged contemplated under Title I ESEA. 
Your brief comment on these contentions 
would be appreciated. 

Comment: See attached sheet. 

I am sure all Members will be enlight
ened when they read the answers to these 
questionnaires. 

Mr. QUIE. Mr. Dpeaker, will the gen
tleman yield further? 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield to the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 

Mr. QUIE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
never asked then specifically about the 
reading capability of students before 
title I projects began or those capabili
ties afterward? Unless children learn how 
to read better than they did before, they 
continue to be iunctionally illiterate. 
That is really the key. 

Mr. PERKINS. I asked the direct ques
tion as to the effectiveness of the pro
grams, and many of the questionna~es 
go into detail, many of them do not dis
cuss it at length, but I am sure the gen
tlemen will be interested in these answers 
as to the effectiveness of these programs. 
That is the question I put to them. 

Mr. QUIE. Mr. Speaker, if the gentle
man will yield further, can the gentle
man specify anything that was stated in 
any of tho.se questionnaires which indi
cated the students are now better off 
than they were before as far as educa
tional achievements? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, questionnaire 
after questionnaire makes that com
pletely clear. 

Mr. QUIE. Can the gentleman cite 
one? 

Mr. PERKINS. I will not take the 
time, but I am sure they will be in the 
RECORD. I will see that they get into the 
RECORD, and the gentleman is going to be 
interested in the accomplishments and 
the fact that the students are better off 
as a result of the legislation and these 
programs. 

Mr. QUIE. I should think the gentle
man could quote one anyway. 

Mr. PERKINS. There is one thing the 
questionnaire does make clear, that the 
students are getting results. 

Mr. QUIE. But in which way? 
Mr. PERKINS. Upward. 
Mr. QUIE. To do what? 
Mr. PERKINS. Insofar as educational 

opportunities are concerned. 
Mr. QUIE. Which way is it shown? 
Mr. PERKINS. It is going upward. 
Mr. QUIE. What are they able to do 

now they could not do before? 
Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman will 

read these questionnaires. 
I know some people contend that the 

programs have been ineffective, but 
these questionnaires clearly refute the 
argument of ineffectiveness that some 

people want to advance, and the hear
ings completely refute that argument. 

Let me go a little further. We not only 
dwell on ESEA, but we want to put some 
data in the RECORD on the other pro
grams. 

But let us turn now from the field of 
elementary and secondary education to 
other educational programs. 

The receipt of inquiries to date have 
concerned themselves primarily with 
title I. However, surveys which are in 
process regarding vocational education 
portray a picture calling for the quick 
approval by Congress of H.R. 13111 and 
a funding of vocational education pro
grams at the levels provided in that bill. 

As results of these surveys are re
ceived, I will be sharing them with my 
colleagues. 

In brief, Mr. Speaker, the crisis in vo
cational education is the funding of on
going programs. It will be recalled that 
the 1968 amendments to the Vocational 
Education Act required State grants to 
be employed in several instances in new 
directions to meet urgent newly develop
ing needs. 

With these requirements and no addi
tional funds, many essential ongoing 
programs will have to be cut back if the 
Congress does not provide funding at the 
levels specified in H.R. 13111 as it will 
go to the President this week. 

The situation in higher education is 
no less severe. I wish to share with my 
colleagues an article appearing in yes
terday's edition of the Chronicle of 
Higher Education entitled "Reductions 
in Federal Support Force Colleges To 
Retrench; Programs Cut, Students 
Dropped." The article offers numerous 
examples of the extreme financial stress 
and strain being felt by institutions of 
higher education, including a descrip
tion of the situation at the University of 
Portland, where 91 students could not 
continue in college this year because 
there was not enough money to give them 
financial aid. About 255 other students 
applied for help but could ''not attend
when we were unable to assist them," 
the university said. 

Letters and comments I have received 
from other college officials and student 
aid officers indicate that this is the situa
tion on far too many campuses. It is clear 
that already overtaxed student aid pro
grams will be unable to meet the increas
ing requests of needy college students 
for funds to finance their second semes
ter, unless the level of funding for the 
student loan program as provided by 
H.R. 13111 is approved. 

Increasing costs require an appropria
tion far in excess of the level under which 
the student loan program is presently op
erating. The difference between the pres
ent level and that contained in H.R. 13111 
may mean the difference of a college edu
cation to the more than 100,000 college 
students who will be unable to obtain 
loans if the forthcoming veto is sustained. 

When it comes to higher education, Mr. 
Speaker, and when we just briefly con
sider the financial crisis-not one which 
is predicted but one which is now being 
experienced-we have no alternative but 
to insist upon the minimum funding we 
approved earlier this year in H.R. 13111. 
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I am confident that the House will re

ject all of these arguments that we do 
not need the additional amounts for edu
cation provided by H.R. 13111. I say that 
the HEW appropriation bill contains the 
minimum amount that should be ex
pended for education in this country. 

Mr. RUPPE. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield to the distin
guished gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. RUPPE. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman very much. 

I certainly concur in your support for 
education and in your support for these 
bills that have come before this House, 
but as a younger Member I have always 
been quite concerned in the past year and 
in fact I have been amazed to find so 
many people who have called for higher 
expenditures in this field were among 
those voting against tax increases to pay 
for the very same higher outlays. It seems 
to me that if one is to fight inflation, he 
must fight it on both fronts. 

Mr. PERKINS. I only voted against one 
tax increase in 21 years. With that one 
exception I have voted for each tax in
crease. 

Mr. RUPPE. I was not particularly ad
dressing my comments to the gentleman 
from Kentucky but, rather, making a 
notation on my part that many people 
throughout this House, and I have to say 
unfortunately on the gentleman's side of 
the aisle, consistently and in many cases 
have voted for more and more spending 
outlays but are equally consistent in their 
opposition to any tax increases or any 
continuation of taxes to pay for these 
outlays. Quite frankly, I would have a 
much easier time supporting continued 
and higher education outlays which I be
lieve we ought to meet as our revenues 
are forthcoming so that we can match 
the outgoing expenditures. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to call my 
distinguished colleague's attention to the 
questionnaires which contain the views 
of school administrators who are most 
familiar with the effectiveness of pro
grams and the still unmet needs in edu
cation. I would regret to see any Mem
ber vote against education because of un
related issues which are falsely being in
jected into the debate. Adequate support 
of education is an issue which stands on 
its own. In my judgment it is a proposi
tion which deserves the support of all 
Members regardless of their side of the 
aisle. 

Mr. ANDERSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield to the gentle
man. 

Mr. ANDERSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I would like to associate myself 
with the remarks of the distinguished 
chairman of the House Committee on 
Education and Labor, Congressman 
PERKINS, and the Speaker of the House, 
Congressman McCoRMACK. 

During the Christmas recess, I spoke 
with people in my district from all walks 
of life-not just educators, not just 
medical personnel, but taxpayers, par
ents, the young, the old, the rich, and the 
poor-all concerned citizens. The con
sensus was that we need more money 
for education and more money for medi
cal needs. 

Where is this money coming from? 
School administrators tell us that 73 per
cent of the cost of education comes from 
the pocket of the local taxpayer and only 
7 percent comes from the Federal Gov
ernment. The burden on the local tax
payers is great. A great portion should 
come from the Federal Government. The 
people that I spoke with felt that we 
should place a higher priority on the 
needs of education and medical needs. 

The President has threatened to veto 
th_e HEW bill appropriating over $1 bil
lion more for education than he had re
quested. The President claims that "so 
heavy an increase in Federal spending" 
would be inflationary. I, too, want to halt 
inflation; I, too, want to see prices 
lowered. To aid in this fight, Congress re
duced overall expenditures requested by 
the administration by $5.6 billion. 
Neither I nor my constituents see the 
logic behind the "inflationary" facade as 
a reason to veto the HEW bill. 

Are we to assume that had we given 
the President what he had requested in 
foreign aid that this was not inflation
ary? The Congress cut his request for 
foreign aid by $1.1 billion. In effect, the 
Congress appropriated money for edu
cation and health in the United States 
that the administration would have per
haps preferred to have spent on a pro
gram of foreign aid in some distant coun
try. 

Education can no longer be considered 
a privilege-a privilege which only the 
wealthy can have-it must be considered 
a right. Each of our children has the 
right to the best education he can ob
tain-dependent on his ability and the 
ability of the schools to provide that edu
cation. We can do no less than to provide 
education instruction and educational 
facilities. We can encourage our children 
to get a good education-but we must do 
more-we must provide the quality of ed
ucation that is valid and relevant for 
them to become productive individuals 
in our society. 

Dr. James E. Allen, Jr., the Commis
sioner of Education, has proclaimed his 
goal as eliminating all reading defi
ciencies by 1980. I feel that this is an 
essential goal. 

Many of those on the relief rolls did 
not have an adequate nor a proper edu
cation. Many of those who are not men
tally qualified for entry into the armed 
services did not have an adequate nor 
a proper education. Many of those who 
have turned to crime could not find 
adequate employment because of an in
adequate education. 

Is it inflationary to eliminate igno
rance? Is it inflationary to attempt tore
duce welfare rolls? Is it inflationary to 
attempt to reduce crime? 

Education, in effect, pays for itself. 
Those with a proper education become 
productive citizens and thus taxpayers. 
Even in the short run, studies show that 
cooperative vocational educational pro
grams actually pay for themselves, 
through the taxes paid by the students 
in the same year they are expended. 

The HEW bill also contains funds 
which would hopefully reduce the cost 
of medical services. Programs which as
sist students in their medical education 
will help meet the shortage of health 

personnel which has driven medical 
costs so high. More hospital beds should 
ease the pressure on our hospitals. 
Greater knowledge and the prevention 
of diseases would reduce the need for 
medical services. Is this inflationary? I 
supported the additional funds in the 
HEW appropriations bill because I feel 
we should place greater emphasis on 
these programs. If these-funds are not 
appropriated, I fear that a "silent ma
jority" may be in danger of becoming 
an illiterate majority. 

Mr. PERKINS. I want to thank the 
gentleman for his contribution. 

May I repeat the school questionnaires 
provide us with a fair sample of the 
sentiment throughout this country. They 
contain the most current data available. 
The responses are favorable from the 
Southern States, the Eastern States, the 
Westem States, and the Northern States. 
They show that title I programs are 
effective in reaching and helping disad
vantaged children in the Deep South, in 
States like Mississippi and Alabama, in 
the East and in every section of the coun
try. So I am hopeful that if the President 
does veto the bill, the House will again 
vote to support education. The bill is not 
inflationary and I certainly hope that 
the President will not veto it. That is my 
first hope. It is the minimum that we 
should do to educate the youth of this 
country. 

<Mr. PERKINS asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re
marks.) 

Mr. PHILBIN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield to the gentle
man from Massachusetts. 

Mr. PHILBIN. Mr. Speaker, I highly 
commend and congratulate my distin
guished friend from Kentucky for the 
great leadership which he has furnished 
the cause of forward-looking educa
tional programs in this Nation and for 
the fine speech he has just made to the 
House reaffirming his strong position in 
continued support of the education bill 
in the House. 

I would like very much .to associate 
myself with his remarks, and his posi
tion, and to assure him that I intend 
to stand with him in his efforts to secure 
the enactment of the pending educa
tion bill by the House, and, if necessary, 
override any veto message, although I 
hope and urge that the President signs 
the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes. I am glad to yield 
to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to compliment the gentleman. We have 
not always agreed on some things that 
come from the Education and Labor 
Committee, but on this issue he is so 
eminently right and so positive and 
forthright in his reasoning. As I look 
back on the 26-day recess that we have 
just completed there is one thing that 
impresses me. In talking to hundreds of 
my constituents in three appearances a 
day the impression was that long after 
all of them have forgotten about the 
slowness of the appropriations the big 
thing about it is that we have brought 
about a reordering of priorities. What the 
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charge means that this one measure is 
infiationary is nothing, because we must 
look at the entire work of the Congress. 

This represents approximately $5.4 bil
lion in military reductions. Now we talk 
about a $1 billion increase in education. 
However, Mr. Speaker, in my opinion one 
must look at the overall reordering of our 
priorities which in my opinion are not 
infia tionary. 

Mr. Speaker, the first session of the 
91st Congress saved billions of dollars by 
reordering the direction of that money 
into such worthwhile endeavors as edu
cation and the control of water pollution. 
Insofar as I know there was great sup
port on this side of the aisle for those 
two programs and in support of the orig
inal proposal. 

So, Mr. Speaker, the distinguished 
gentleman from Kentucky is to be com
plimented and I wish to associate myself 
with his remarks in this regard. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to 
thank my distinguished colleague from 
Missouri for his contribution. 

The article previously referred to fol
lows: 
REDUCTIONS IN FEDERAL SUPPORT FoRCE 

COLLEGES TO RETRENCH; PROGRAMS CUT, 
STUDENTS DROPPED 

(By Ian E. McNett) 
WASHINGTON.-Asked a few years ago what 

would happen 1! all federal support of higher 
education were suddenly Withdrawn, a uni
versity president said, "Well, first, there 
would be this very loud sucking 13ound." 

A careful listener might hear a sucking 
noise around the country these days as col
leges and universities tighten their belts to 
meet an increasingly restricted financial 
situation. It sounds something like thil3: 

A large private university in the South 
has been forced to phase out six Ph. D. pro
grams to reduce spending. 

Knox College ran deficits totaling $959,000 
over four straight yea~rs before breaking into 
the black this year. The deficits were met by 
spending unrestricted gifts that otherwi13e 
could have been added to the college's en
dowment. 

The University of Portland reports that 91 
students could not continue in college this 
year because there was not enough money to 
give them financial aid. About 255 other stu
dents applied for help but could "not at
tend • . . when we were unable to assist 
them," the university said. 

A nuclear accelerato:· at a. large eastern 
state university has stood idle about half the 
time because of reduced support from the 
Atomic Energy Commission. 

Stanford University has approved the 
largest tuition increase in its history because 
of rising costs and 13hrinking support. 

Beloit College has suspended a project to 
help 200 high school students from deprived 
backgrounds get ready for college. Federal 
funds for the program were not available. 

Reed College has taken steps to reduce 
the size of its student body and increase i~ 
s tudent-faculty ratio, partly for financial rea
sons and partly for educational reasons. 

Despite pledges of support from the state 
of Maryland and the city of Baltimore, a pro
posed community college campus to help in
nercity citizens "could be seriously jeop
ardized" unlets federal funds are forthcom
ing, an official of the Community -College of 
Baltimore reports. 

Those are just a few examples of the fi
nancial stress and strain being felt by col
leges and universities. 

FEDERAL SUPPORT SLOWS DOWN 

Although federal support has not been 
coP1.pletely withdrawn and in many cases not 
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actually reduced, the rate of increase has 
slowed to a point where it does not keep pace 
with rising costs and the rising demand for 
a college education. 

Some federal programs have been severely 
curtailed or eliminated in this era of "tight 
budgets." Other sources of support have not 
been adequate to pick up the slack in aca
demic budgets. 

College and university officials are perhaps 
most concerned about the erosion of their 
endowments. Continuing deficits force them 
to use up their endowment capital for current 
operating expenses. 

That was what happened at the Johns Hop
kins University school of medicine, President 
Lincoln Gordon told a. Senate appropriations 
subcommittee. He said that $500,000 in en
dowment-type funds were used in the 1968-
69 academic year and $1.2-million were being 
used in the current year. 

"No national statistical picture exists of 
this erosion of the financial position of pri
vate universities as a consequence of the 
rising costs in education for the health spe
cialties," Mr. Gordon said. 

"However, there is no doubt that the ero
sion is a serious and nationwide problem, 
with many institutions in greater financial 
danger even than our case of the Johns Hop
kins University." 

Mr. Gordon said it was "impossible for us 
to continue down this road for any substan
tial period of years." 

As he noted, Johns Hopkins is not alone in 
using up the basis of its future earnings to 
meet current needs. 

A large private university says it has con
sumed $20-milUon in endowment capital over 
the past 15 years to compensate for annual 
deficits of $!-million to $2-million. 

Stanford University reports that during 
1968-69 it used $600,000 in uncommitted 
reserves to balance current income and ex
penditures. The figure is expected to rise 
to $1.5-million in the current year. 

Another private university in the East ad
mits publicly to a $1.5-million deficit. How
ever, officials say privately that the deficit is 
more like $3-million this year and may grow 
to $5-million or $6-million next year. 

Philip Handler, chairman of the National 
Science Board, told a subcommittee of the 
House of Representatives that at Duke Uni
versity the deficit was $2.5-milUon, which "at 
the moment Will have to come from endow
ment capital. Mr. Handler is professor of 
biochemistry at Duke. 

RETRENCHMENT IS FEARED 

"The problem," he said, "is that costs have 
risen so rapidly that if we are not given 
major assistance soon, we shall be forced 
very significantly to retrench-admit fewer 
students at all levels, attempt less research." 

The financial situation is so tight that 
many institutions are setting up commis
sions or study groups to find new ways to 
balance their budgets. 

Stanford University's vice-president, Ken
neth M. Cuthbertson, has told students that 
the university is undertaking a four-year, 
$2.5-million belt-tightening program de
signed to bring income and spending into 
balance. 

He said very little new construction would 
start until the -::urrent freeze on federal 
funds for construction was lifted, but that 
if a major addition to the library was not 
undertaken, "we'll have to pile books on the 
Inner Quad." 

Colorado State University, which also has 
library space problems, is studying all of its 
progra.Ill.S. Some of them may have to be 
eliminated to meet the budget levels being 
discussed in the state, officials said. 

The university's faculty members have had 
their offices on two floors of the library, 
which must be used for books and reading 
rooms next fall, President A. R . Chamber-

lain reported. He said there was no other 
space available on campus for faculty offices. 

The Colorado Commission on Higher Ed
uc.a.tion cut Colorado State's capital construc
tion request for 1970-71 from $11.4-million 
to $2.6-million. Mr. Chamberlain said this 
meant that the university would have no 
new classroom buildings coming in to use in 
1970-71. 

WILL NOT HAVE LABORATORY SPACE 

However, the university expects to increase 
its enrollment by 3,600 juniors and seniors. 
They will need laboratory space "which we 
simply don't have," Mr. Chamberlain said. 

The University of Pennsylvania and New 
York University also are studying ways to 
squeeze more money out of their operating 
budgets. 

Implicit in the Pennsylvania study is a 
concept that the university "can no longer 
afford to do the kinds of things it has done 
in the past," said John N. Hobstetter, vice
provost for research. 

Faced with a projected $9.6-milUon deficit 
in 1970-71 and no resources to cover it, New 
York University has set up a special commis
sion on effective use of resources, comprised 
of administrators, deans, faculty members, 
and students. 

"Even under the best of circumstances, it 
is apparent that the university must reas
sess its commitments and its traditional way 
of doing things," said Chancellor Allan M. 
Cartter. "All parts of the institution-from 
the operation of the president's and chan
cellor's offices to the janitOiial services
must be open to review.'' 

TUITIONS ARE INCREASED 

Many institutions have had to raise tui
tions, cut back on programs, defer new 
buildings, and curtail research. 

Stanford University's increase in tuition 
this year was from $2,145 to $2,400--the larg
est ever in both dollar and percentage terms. 
Cornell College at Mount Vernon, Iowa, plans 
to raise its tuition by a record $230 next fall. 
This is on top of a $150 increase in the 
current academic year. 

In the public sector, tuition and fees were 
increased this year at 71 per cent of the 371 
members of the National Association of State 
Universities and Land-Grant Colleges and the 
Amerioan Association of State Colleges and 
Universities. 

Huge tuition hikes were mS\de at the Uni
versity of Wisconsin, in all three land-grant 
instituti<;>ns in Florida, and in Indiana Uni
versity, Purdue University, Iowa State Uni
versity, the University of Iowa, and the 
University of Maryland. 

The University of Wisconsin raJ.sed its tui
tion for out-of-state students by nearly 50 
per cent. Maryland's increase for in-state 
students was more than 30 percent--to $506 
from $366, according to a survey by the land
grant association. 

MEDICAL EDUCATION SUFFERS 

President Gordon of Johns Hopkins re
ported on other effects of the slow-down in 
support for college and universities, particu
·larly in the area of medical education. 

He said Johns Hopkins planned to increase 
its medical school class size from 95 to 115 
in existing facilities. However, he said, a 
further planned increase to 150 will be im
possible Without federal construction grants. 

Mr. Gordon said the University of Mary
land wanted to increase its entering medical 
class from 128 to 155, and thereafter to 200. 
Neither step is practical at Maryland without 
federal grants, he said. 

With federal support drying up in the 
healt h field. Mr. Gordon said, private schools 
are turning increasingly to the states. Pri
vate medical schools in five states--Florida, 
New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and Ken
tucky-now receive state aid, he said, and 
such support is under active consideration 
in six other states. 
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OREGON CUTS NOTED IN SENATE 

During the Senate appropriations hearings, 
Sen. Mark 0. Hatfield (R-Ore.) read into the 
record letters he had received from college 
educators in Oregon. 

Because of cutbacks in the Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, the Univer
sity of Oregon reported making the following 
cuts: 

"College of education--cut 35 graduate 
students; department of sociology-9 stu
dents can be funded for only 9 months in
stead of 12 months; molecular biology--cut 
5 undergraduate and 2 graduate students; 
chemistry--cut 17 graduate students and 7 
postdoctorals; psychology-training grants 
cut 40 per cent, and 35 students will not re
ceive adequate equipment and supplies; biol
ogy--cut 16 graduate students and 2 post
doctorals." 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I in
clude the questionnaires which I have 
previously referred to at this point for 
the information of the membership. 
RESPONSE OF ORVILLE M. BAILEY, LAUDERDALE 

COUNTY, FLORENCE, ALA., JANUARY 18, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefiitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: To a limited extent all pupils in 
our system (8,491) .are benefiting from Title 
I activities, however, approximately 1,825 
pupils are involved with concentrated ac
tivities primarily remedial reading. 
WhS~t is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: For 1968-69 school year 7996.61. 

For 4th month 1969-70 school year (ending 
December 5, 1969) 7941.59. 

What was the amount of your ESEA Title I 
grant in each of the following fiscal years? 

Answer: 1968 $297,301, 1969 $272,607, 1970 
$245,3~9. 

What additional funds, if any could you ef
fectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $55,000, 1971 $155,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I progra.Ins are needed to meet the spe
cial needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Yes. Financial support for schools in our 
area is not sufficient to offer programs to meet 
the needs of educationally disadvantaged 
pupils. The curtailment and/or loss of Title 
I funds simply means the curtailment and/or 
loss of programs and services designed to 
benefit the educationally disadvantaged. 

Do you regard your present title I programs 
as effective in meeting special education 
needs of educationally disadvantaged chil
dren? 

Yes. Studies and research data relative to 
services and activities in our local system 
indicate great progress of pupils participating 
in Title I activities, progress to the extent 
achieved impossible without these supple
mentary programs and services. Items which 
are hard to measure such as attitude toward 
school, a pupil's image of himself and his 
opportunities, etc., have been emphasized 
with remarkable progress being achieved. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest ob
stacle in the path of more effectively reaching 
the disadvantaged. Others now contend that 
we cannot effectively utilize extra funds con
tained in the HEW Appropriation Bill because 
the funds are being misdirected and are not 
reaching the disadvantaged contemplated 
under Title I ESEA. Your brief comments on 
these contentions would be appreciated. 

Comment: I would agree that inadequate 
funding is an obstacle in our efforts to reach 
the educationally disadvantaged. However, 
it is more important to us that funding be 
made prior to the beginning of :fiscal years 
in order that effective planning can be ac-

complished and programs organized for a 
longer period of time. It is important that 
we know that we may consistently depend 
upon the Title I program and its level of 
funding rather than being placed in a "may
be yes" or "maybe no" position. In regard to 
the contention that schools cannot effec
tively utilize funds because of misdirection, 
I must state that we are now unable to oper
ate several needed services and programs for 
the disadvant aged and are limiting the pos
sibilities of programs and services now 
existing. 

RESPONSE OF THOMAS L. LEE, SUPERINTENDENT, 
TucSON No. 1, TUCSON, ARIZ. , JANUARY 16, 
1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 18,044. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades G-12? 
Answer: $50,624.721. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $838,368.76, 1969 $775,634.81, 

1970 $666,121. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970, $150,000; 1971, $950,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: A resounding yes. 
Do you regard your present Title I pro

grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: As effective as possible with the 
limited funds available. Costs continue to 
rise and funds continue to be cut back. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest ob
stacle in the path of more effectively reach
ing the disadvantaged. Others now contend 
that we cannot effectively utilize extra funds 
contained in the HEW Appropriation Bill be
cause the funds are being misdirected and 
are not reaching the disadvantaged contem
plated under Title I ESEA. Your brief com
ments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

Comment: This may be vue in some dis
tricts, but not in our district. 

RESPONSE OF GEORGE ALICE MOTLEY, SUPERIN
TENDENT, MENIFEE COUNTY BOARD OF EDu
CATION, FRENCHBURG, KY., JANUARY 18, 
1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 800. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: 948. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title I 

grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968, $115,069; 1969, $100,083; 1970, 

$80,000. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
:fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970, $40,000; 1971, $40,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. 
Do you regard your present Title I programs 

as effective in meeting special education 
needs of educationally disadvantaged chil
dren? 

Answer: Yes. 
Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 

that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantage. Others now con
tend that we cannot effectively utilize extra 
funds contained in the HEW Appropriation 
Bill because the funds are being misdirected 
and are not reaching the disadvantaged con
templated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

Comment: All funds in Menifee County 
are reaching the disadvantaged. 75% of the 
people in Menifee County are disadvantaged. 
Other children are getting benefits from the 
Title I program but our school system is so 
limited in funds that we could not offer many 
programs unless we receive Title I funds. 

RESPONSE OF C. B. GARRISON, SUPERINTEND
ENT, PINE BLUFF DIST. No. 3, PINE BLUFF, 
ARK., JANUARY 17, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 2,700. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: 9,097. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $380,218, 1969 $381,864, 1970 

$354,856. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $50,000, 1971 $100,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the spe
cial needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. Local Education Agencies do 
not have the funds to meet these needs. 

Do you regard your present Title I pro
grams as effective in meeting special edu
cation needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes, within the limit of the pres
ent inadequate funding. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantaged. Others now 
centend that we cannot effectively utilize 
extra funds contained in the HEW Appro
priation Bill because the funds are being 
misdirected and are not reaching the dis
advantaged contemplated under Title I 
ESEA. Your brief comments on these con
tentions would be appreciated. 

Comment: The mis-direction of funds is 
evident in very few instances, and should 
not be used to indict the majority of mean
ingful efficient programs. The Title I pro
grams are reaching many of the disadvan
taged, and would be more successful with 
additional revenue. 

RESPONSE OF HENRY R. EVANS, RUSSELL IN
DEPENDENT, RUSSELL, KY., JANUARY 17, 1970 

How many children in your district are 
benefitting from education programs funded 
under Tittle I of ESA? 

Answer: 240. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: 2,983. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968, $35,520; 1969, $32,199, 1970 

$16,549. 
What additional funds, i:f ~y. could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs 
in fiscal year 1970 over and above the pres
ent level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $18,000, 1971 $15,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 
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Answer: Yes. 
Do you regard your present Title I pro

grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. 
Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 

that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantaged. Others now con
tend that we cannot effectively utilize extra 
funds contained in the HEW Appropriation 
Bill because the funds are being misdirected 
and are not reaching the disadvantaged con
templated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

Comment: All our money is definitely 
reaching disadvantaged children. 

RESPONSE OF WILLIAM A. DOYLE, SAN JOSE 
UNIFIED, SAN JoSE, CALIF., JANUARY 18, 
1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Ti tie I or ESEA? 

Answer:-. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: 37,000. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title I 

grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $621,097, 1969 $752,653, 1970 

$591,000. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $147,000 (25% increase over 
596)' 1971 $1,750,000. 

In your judgment, do you believe that the 
Title I programs are needed to meet the spe
cial needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. We are meeting the needs 
of only one-third of the elementary and none 
of the secondary. 

Do you regard your present Title I pro
grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes; and we have test data to 
prove it. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantaged. Others now con
tend that we cannot effectively utilize extra 
funds contained in the HEW Appropriation 
Bill because the funds are being misdirected 
and are not reaching the disadvantaged con
templated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
apprecia.ted. 

Comment: We can document who is get
ting services--what the services are-and 
that these services are effective. We can show 
community support for expansion of services 
i! needed. 

RESPONSE OF JOHN CROWE, DmECTOR OF 
GRANTS, WATERBURY, CONN., JANUARY 18, 
1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 1,200. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: 17,274. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $392,718, 1969 $360,911, 1970 

$328,369. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level or :funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 •190,000, 1971 $250,000. 

In your judgment, do you believe that the 
Ti tie I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. 
Do you regard your present Title I pro

grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. 
Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 

that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively reach
ing the disadvantaged. Others now contend 
that we cannot effectively utilize extra funds 
contained in the HEW Appropriation Bill be
cause the funds are being misdirected and 
are not reaching the disadvantaged contem
plated under Title I ESEA. Your brief com
ments on these contentions would be appre
ciated. 

Comment: Insofar as Waterbury, Connecti
cut is concerned, disadvantaged children have 
been identified and are the direct benefi
ciaries of programs. In addition, considerable 
attention is paid to involvement of parents 
of the identified children in the planning 
and operation of programs. 

Additional funding would always be help
ful. Even with substantial local contribution, 
programs cannot grow. The recent local 
Teachers' Contract, for example, provides for 
an 8 % salary increase which means curtail
ment of program services unless an increase 
in entitlement is forthcoming. 

RESPONSE OF SIDNEY BoSWELL, SUPERINTEND• 
ENT OF SCHOOLS, GLYNN COUNTY BoARD OF 
EDUCATION, BRUNSWICK, GA., JANUARY 19, 
1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 1968-69 school term, 363 pupils, 
regular term; 1,561 pupils, summer; total, 
1,924. 

What is the ADA in your school district 
grades K-12? 

Answer: 1968-69 school term, 11,772 A.D.A. 
pupils. 

What was the amount of your ESEA Title I 
grant in each of the following fiscal years? 

Answer: 1968 $282,652, 1969 $267,993, 1970 
$198,009. 

What additional funds, if any, could you 
effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $200,000, 1971 $500,000. 
In your judgement, do you believe that 

the Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Positively yes! The funds have 
made pupil assistance programs possible that 
we have been desirous of implementing for 
years. We would extend these programs if 
more funds were available. 

Do you regard your present Title I programs 
as effective in meeting special education 
needs of educationally disadvantaged chil
dren? 

Answer: Our Title I programs are showing 
concrete results in meeting the needs of 
educationally disadvantaged children in the 
areas that we have funds for implementa
tion of the special programs. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively reach
ing the disadvantaged. Others now contend 
that we cannot effectively utilize extra funds 
contained in the HEW Appropriation Bill 
because the funds are being misdirected and 
are not reaching the disadvantaged con
templated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

Comment--Program evaluation: Glynn 

County, Georgia pupils participating in the 
Title I, ESEA, Reading Improvement Program 
during the 1968-69 school term were given 
a standardized pre and post test (California 
Reading Achievement Test). 363 elementary 
pupils were tested in October, 1968 and again 
in April, 1969. The average pupil grade place
ment gain was .72. The average normal pupil 
grade progress for this period of time would 
be .55. The above average gain in pupil grade 
placement progress of .17 alone points out 
the significant value of this program. 

Six weeks, summer 1969, reading program 
for 678 pupils who were tested (California 
Reading Achievemen:t Test) pre and post 
showed an average gain of .42 grade. This 
was about % year progress. 

Six weeks, summer 1969, dropout program 
has shown positive results. Dropouts during 
summer (between school terms) has been 
reduced as follows. Summer 1967, 237 drop
outs; summer 1968, 256 dropouts; summer 
1969, 91 dropouts. 

RESPONSE OF KENDALL BOGGS, SUPERINTEND
ENT, LETCHER COUNTY SCHOOLS, WlllTES• 
BURG, KY., JANUARY 17, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 3,000 (directly; more indirectly). 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: $5,211. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $575,376, 1969 $524,251, 1970 

$474,518. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $125,000, 1971 $200,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Without question, yes! 
Do you regard your present Title I pro

grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes, without question in our dis· 
trict. We have received na;tional recognition, 
by press and other media on doing an out
standing job. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantaged. Others now con
tend that we cannot effectively utilize extra 
funds contained in the HEW Appropriation 
Bill because the funds are being misdirected 
and are not reaching the disadvantaged con
templated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

Comment: We have made all possible effort 
to comply with the intent of the law. The 
South Education Report and the Courier 
Journal have both carried articles commend
ing our district on this fact. 

RESPONSE OF JAMES T. AKERS, SUPERIN· 
TENDENT, U.SD. No. 203, KANSAS CITY, 
KANs., JANUARY 17, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 140. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

gradesK-12? 
Answer: $453. 
What was the amount of your ESEA 

Title I grant in each of the following fiscal 
years? 

Answer: 1968 $60,000, 1969 $91,237, 1970 
$80,000. 

What additional funds, if any, could you 
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effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $10,000, 1971 $15,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the spe
cial needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: By all means, we are a small dis
trict, with a migrant child program and 
others who need these types of programs. 

Do you regard your present Title I pro
grams as effective in meeting special educa· 
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes, our Title I program has 
been a real help in providing needs that the 
District regular budget could not provide 
for. 

Recent hearings in Wasll.ington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest ob
stacle in the path of more effectively reach
ing the disadvantaged. Others now contend 
that we cannot effectively utilize extra funds 
contained in the HEW Appropriation Bill be
cause the funds are being misdirected and 
are not reaching the disadvantaged con
templated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

Comment: I feel our funds are reaching 
those who need enriched education needs, 
through our migrant and remedial reading 
program. Funds in our case are directed to 
fill the above program. Please consider con
tinuing and increasing Title I in the U.S. 

RESPONSE OF DR. ALVIN E. MORRIS, WICHITA 
PuBLIC SCHOOLS USD 259, WICHITA, KANS., 
JANUARY 19, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 3,000 (approx.). 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: $59,938.69. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $1,340,000 (approx.), 1969 

$1,225,000 (approx.), 1970 $1,100,000 (ap
prox.). 

What additional funds, if any, could you 
effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $225,000 (est.), 1971 $1,100,-
000 (est.). 

In your judgment, do you believe that the 
Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. Title I is the primary source 
of categorical financial aid to assist with the 
educational needs of low-income children. 

Do you regard your present Title I pro
grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadva.ntaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. We have had annual evalu
ations of our Title I program. The results 
have shown a consistent pattern of progress 
in regard to the improvement of reading. 
About 60 percent is spent in supportive pro
grams and activities that have contributed 
to pupil educational progress. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantaged. Others now con
tend that we cannot effectively utlllze extra 
funds contained in the HEW Appropriation 
Blll because the !unds are being miSdirected 
and are not reaching the disadvantaged con
templated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

RESPONSE OF BECKHAM COMBS, SUPERINTEND
ENT, KNOTT COUNTY SCHOOLS, HINDMAN, 
KY., JANUARY 17, 1970, H.R. 1882 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer : 1,159 during regular school term, 
1,260 during summer program. 

What is the ADA in your school district 
grades K-12? 

Answer: $3,907. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer : 1968 $525,381, 1969 $481,961, 1970 

$425,959. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs 
in fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $80,000, 1971 $100,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: In a district such as ours, where 
79.2 percent of the children come from low 
income families, Title I programs are our 
only salvation. 

Do you regard your present Title I pro
grams as effective in meeting special edu
cation needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Yes, through special reading teachers, 
equipment, teaching supplies, food and com
munity services. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantaged. others now con
tend that we cannot effec~ively utilize extra 
funds contained in the HEW Appropriation 
Bill because the funds are being misdirected 
and are not reaching the disadvantaged 
contemplated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

Comment: Inadequate funding has been 
the greatest handicap in formulating and 
initiating programs on the local level since 
the inception of Title I programs. 

RESPONSE OF SELMA W. BLACK, SCHOOL PROJ
ECTS COORDINATOR, PORTLAND PuBLIC 
SCHOOL, PORTLAND, MAINE, JANUARY 17, 
1970. 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 3,774. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: $13,806. 
What was the amount of your ESEA I 

grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968, $255,273; 1969, $234,994; 

1970, $213,887. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970, $200,000; 1971, $250,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Definitely. It is only through Title 
I funds that we have been able to initiate and 
maintain necessary service service programs 
so needed as compensation to disadvantaged 
students. 

Do you regard your present Title I pro
grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Very much so. Our only regret is 
that we cannot extend services to more chil
dren or add new programs desperately 
needed. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively reach
ing the disadvantage. Others now contend 
that we cannot effectively utilize extra funds 
contained in the HEW Appropriation Bill be
cause the funds are being misdirected and are 
not reaching the disadvantaged contemplated 
under Title I ESEA. Your brief comments on 
these contentions would be appreciated. 

Comment: Our funds are used almost ex
clusively for special services, such as social 
workers tutoring for dyslexic children. 
Special programs for the retarded, school 
breakfasts, etc. If any small amounts remain, 
they are pooled to establish special summer 
programs for disadvantaged children. 

RESPONSE OF LLOYD D. HATFELD, SOUTH PORT
LAND, MAINE, JANUARY 18, 1970 

How many children in your district are 
benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 1,000 of 6,094 total private and 
public school population. 

What is the ADA in you.r school district 
grades K-12? 

Answer: $580.19. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968, $31,723; 1969, $27,467; 1970, 

$24,990. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970, $40,000; 1971, $100,000. 
In your judgement, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: No question about it. 
Do you regard your present Title I pro

grams as effective in meeting special edu
cation needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Absolutely, only we need more 
funds. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively reach
ing the disadvantaged. Others now contend 
that we cannot effectively utilize extra funds 
contained in the HEW Appropriation Bill 
because the funds are being misdirected and 
are not reaching the disadvantaged contem
plated under Title I ESEA. Your brief com
ments on these contentions would be ap
preciated. 

Comment: We have the abillty to imple
ment several new programs without having 
ineffective utillzation. The biggest problem 
is the late funding which does not allow 
sufficient time for planning. To make effec
tive use of funds we should have a definite 
commitment for fiscal year 1971, by June 1, 
1970. 

RESPONSE OF liARDING J. STEWART, SUPER
VISOR OF FEDERAL AND STATE PRoJECTS, 
SPRINGFIELD PUBLIC ScHOOLS, SPRINGFIELD, 
MAss., JANUARY 18, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 4,975 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: $29,530. 
What was the a.mount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $714,000, 1969 $826,600, 

1970 $698,000. 
What additional funds, if any, oould you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs 
in fiscal year 1970 over and above the pres
ent level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 ~1,000,000, 1971 •1,250,000. 
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These figures would reflect our entitlement, 
which appropriations voted, fall to meet. 

In your judgment, do you believe that the 
Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes, two of our current Title I, 
ESEA Projects are our most effective Fed
eral Projects. 

Do you regard your present Title I pro
grams as effective in meeting special edu
cation needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes, however, the funding restric
tions prevent broader and great depth in im
plementation. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obs·tacle in the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantaged. Others now con
tend that we cannot effectively utilize extra 
funds contained in the HEW Appropriation 
Bill because the funds are being misdirected 
and are not reaching the disadvantaged con
templated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

Comment: I can only comment on what 
I have read where investigations have un
covered misappropriation of funds. I do feel 
that Springfield through experience has be
come more sophisticated in the use of avail
able funds in helping meet the needs of edu
cationally disadvantaged children. 

RESPONSE OF JOEL A. CHAPMAN, BOLIVAR 
COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT lli, SHELBY, 
Miss., JANUARY 18, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 716. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: $1,750. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following Fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968, $151,466; 1969, $296,458; 

1970, $206,099. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970, $50,000; 1971, $50,000. 
In your judgement, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. 
Do you regard your present Title I pro

grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Ye!". 
Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 

that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantaged. Others now con
tend that we cannot effectively utilize extra 
funds contained in the HEW Appropriation 
Bill because the funds are being misdirected 
and are not reaching the disadvantaged con
templated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

Comment: We can and are reaching the 
disadvantaged. Substantial improvement in 
reading, math, and language acts achieve
ment, plus more regular attendance is borne 
out by the results of standardized achieve
ment tests. The greatest obstacle is civil 
rights groups which try to make Title I into 
a welfare program. 

RESPONSE OF MR. WALTON JONES, SUPERIN• 
TENDENT, MORGAN COUNTY, WEST LmERTY, 
KY. 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 1,426 students are economically 
deprived but the entire school student en
rollment of 2786 are benefited from the ESEA 
Title I Program. 

What is the ADA in your school district 
grades K-12? 

Answer: 2,426.5. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $241,796, 1969 $221,087, 1970 

$194,578. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $50,000, 1971 $70,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. 
Do you regard your present Title I pro

grams as effective in meeting special edu
cation needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: No, due to insufficient funds. Due 
to this fact we are unable to enact pro
grams for Fine Arts and Special Programs 
to enrich the students' educational needs. 

Recent ·hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantaged. Others now con
tend that we cannot effectively utilize extra 
funds contained in the HEW Appropriation 
Bill because the funds are being misdirected 
and are not reaching the disadvantaged con
templated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

Comment: 1426 or 51.5% of the students 
in Morgan County are considered economi
cally deprived. However, due to inadequate 
funds, the curriculum is stlll inept in cer
tain areas such as art, music, and special 
classes so that our school population is more 
near 90% deprived, economically, educa
tionally, and culturally. 

Funds are of great necessity in Morgan 
County in order to continue our present 
programs and possibly initiate additional 
programs in an attempt to remedy or par
tially remove this deprivation. 

RESPONSE OF ROBERT STINSON, COORDINATOR 
OF FEDERAL ACTIVITIES, ST. JOSEPH SCHOOL 
DISTRICT, ST. JosEPH, Mo., JANUARY 17, 
1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: About 1,400. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: $14,979. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $239,000, 1969 $222,894, 1970 

$204,688. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $100,000, 1971 $100,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the spe
cial needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Absolutely! These children need 
more than a local district can afford. Only 
with Federal funds, can they be helped. 

Do you regard your present Title I pro
grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes, but only to the extent that 
we can operate under the amount of money 
allocated, and only within the State's rigid 
guidelines. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 

obstacle in the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantaged. Others now con
tend that we cannot effectively utilize extra 
funds contained in the HEW Appropriation 
Bill because the funds are being misdirected 
and are not reaching the disadvantaged con
templated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be ap
preciated. 

Comment: More funding is necessary but 
I believe they are being misdirected by our 
State Department of Education. This group 
is interpreting the law so strictly that only 
economically deprived youngsters can be 
helped. I don't think this law was written to 
mean this. 

RESPONSE OF DR. GUY CARTER, INDEPENDENCE, 
INDEPENDENCE, Mo., JANUARY 18, 1970 

How many children in your district are 
benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 379. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: 15,112 (December 1, 1969). 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $44,097, 1969 $47,921 (with 

supplement), 1970 $44,875. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: (It would be necessary to expand 
our program to include children outside the 
eligible Title I area.) 

In your judgment, do you believe that the 
Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes ... Although achievement 
test scores do not always re:fiect growth in 
a given period of time there has been growth. 
Equally important is the attitude of children 
and the encouragement of parents. 

Do you regard your present Title I pro
grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs o{ educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes . . .. We see educational 
growth commensurate with ability and home 
environment, but as stated above an im
portant factor is the improved attitude to
ward learning. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively reach
ing the disadvantaged. Others now contend 
that we cannot effectively utilize extra funds 
contained in the HEW Appropriation Bill 
because the funds are being misdirected and 
are not reaching the disadvantaged contem
plated under Title I ESEA. Your brief com
ments on these contentions would be appre
ciated. 

Comment: I believe the funding is ade
quate under the limitations of the program 
guidelines. It is discouraging in that we can 
not include those educationally disadvan
taged children who live outside the qualify
ing areas. 

RESPONSE OF MR. JOHN PRASCH, No. 1, LINCOLN 
PUBLIC SCHOOLS, LINCOLN, NEBR., JAN• 
UARY 17, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 2,913 involved in prograzns, 3,684 
identified as low income. 
Wh~t is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: $33,568. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $193,000, 1969 $214,000, 1970 

$192,000 approximately. 
What additional funds, 1f any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
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ftsca.l year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $160,000, 1971 $200,000. 12 
teachers, Reading Resource at 9,000, $108,000, 
support, media and supplies, $22,000, 
teacher aides and professional staff, $30,000. 

In your judgment, do you believe that the 
Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes, concentrated educational ef
fort should continue. These programs, diffi
cult to measure objectively, are improving 
the attitudes of disadvantaged children and 
their famllies in my opinion. Do you regard 
your present Title I programs as effective in 
meeting special education needs of educa
tionally disadvantaged children? 

Answer: Yes. I am convinced we are meet
ing the special education needs of many of 
our disadvantaged children. With more 
funding we could do better, however. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantaged. Others now 
contend that we cannot effectively utilize 
extra funds contained in the HEW Appro
priation Bill because the funds are being 
misdirected and are not reaching the dis
advantaged contemplated under Title I 
ESEA. Your brief comments on these con
tentions would be appreciated. 

Comment: Much of the newspaper public
ity is incomplete and part of it is irrespon
sible. 

RESPONSE OF FRANK F. DIXON, COORDINATOR 
OF COMPENSATORY EDUCATION, CLARK COUN
TY SCHOOL DISTRICT, LAS VEGAS, NEV., 
JANUARY 17, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 708 for fiscal year 1970. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: $63,593 for fiscal year 1969. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title I 

grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $543,155, 1969 $421,621, 1970 

$383,549. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $51,000, 1971 $60,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the spe
cial needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Most definitely. These students 
need so much individualized help and at
tention that it precludes their receiving ade
quate aid in the regular classroom. 

Do you regard your present Title I pro
grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes, in terms of progress of pro
gram participants. However, students serv
iced are roughly only 13% of those qualifying 
according to Title I regulations. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantaged. Others now con
tend that we cannot effectively utilize extra 
funds contained in the HEW Appropriation 
Bill because the funds are being misdirected 
and are not reaching the disadvantaged con
templated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

Comment: Student selection criteria is 
based on Title I guidelines, but those serv
iced are limited because of inadequate funds. 

RESPONSE OF CHARLCIA V. SMITH TAYLOR, 
SUPERVISOR, TITLE I DmECToR, JENKINs IN
DEPENDENT ScHOOL, JENKINS, KY., JAN
UARY 17, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 600. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: $984.05. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title I 

grant in each of the following fisc.a.l years? 
Answer: 1968 $81,426, 1969, $72,420, 1970 

$65,855. 
What additional funds if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: In my opinion the 1968 grant 
should never have been cut. 

In your judgment, do you believe that the 
Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Most definitely! 
Do you regard your present Title I pro

grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: No. We are simply scratching the 
surface because of lack of money-"cut
backs" if you please. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantaged. Others now con
tend that we cannot effectively utilize extra 
funds contained in the HEW Appropriation 
Bill because the funds are being misdirected 
and are not reaching the disadvantaged con
templated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

Comment: We are handicapped when we 
are teaching in buildings that .are more than 
50 years old. We can't seem to get enough 
money to build new buildings so we have to 
have extra funds to do an acceptable job at 
all. More and more schools are called upon 
to do the work that the public assistance of
fices use to do. (Clothing, food, etc.) We have 
to have money to do these things. 

RESPONSE OF RICHAR WRIGHT, WASHOE COUN
TY, RENO, NEV., JANUARY 18, 1970 

How many children in your district are 
benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: App. 1,000. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: App. $25,000. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title I 

grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968, $165,000; 1969, $163,000; 1970, 

$129,000. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970, $25,000 to $30,000; 1971, 
$25,000 to $30,000. 

In your judgment, do you believe that the 
Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. 
Do you regard your present Title I pro

grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. 
Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 

that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively reach
ing the disadvantaged. Others now contend 

that we cannot effectively utilize extra funds 
contained in the HEW Appropriation Bill 
because the funds are being misdirected and 
are not reaching the disadvantaged contem
plated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

Comment: The money can be utilized ef
fectively, but it must be here and available 
at times when it is needed and not rely upon 
late action by the Congress. 

RESPONSE OF JAMES CUSICK, ASSISTANT Su
PERINTENDENT, PORTSMOUTH SCHOOL Dis
TRICT, PORTSMOUTH, N.H., JANUARY 18, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: Approximately 200 in Grades K-3. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: 5,828. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 and 1969, $44,018, September 

1969-June 1970, $37,175. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970, $10,000, 1971, $20,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes, 1! they are used for dally 
concentrated programs designed to build 
self-image of younger disadvantaged chil
dren. 

Do you regard your present Title I pro
grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. 
Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 

that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantaged. Others now con
tend that we cannot effectively utilize extra 
funds contained in the HEW Appropriation 
Bill because the funds are being misdirected 
and are not reaching the disadvantaged 
contemplated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

Comment: We serve 175 disadvantaged 
children with dally individually designed ac
tivities throughout the entire school year. 
All our funds are directed toward this com
pensatory educational program. Some addi
tional children receive guidance though 
they cannot be given the individual programs 
because of the lack of para-professionals 
(due to funds). 

RESPONSE OF HENRY J. KALFAS, OF THE CITY 
OF NIAGARA FALLS, N.Y., JANUARY 17, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education program funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 3,200. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: $16,238. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title I 

grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $701,825, 1969 $639,210, 1970 

$807,282. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $100,000, 1971 $125,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Ti tie I programs are needed to meet the spe
cial needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 
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Answer: Yes. 
Do you regard your present Title I pro

grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children. 

Answer: Yes. They can be improved upon. 
We are presently improving our programs. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest ob
stacle in the path of more effectively reach
ing the disadvantaged. Others now contend 
that we cannot effectively utilize extra funds 
contained in the HEW Appropriation Bill be
cause the funds are being misdirected and 
are not reaching the disadvantaged contem
plated under Title I ESEA. Your brief com
ment on these contentions would be appre
ciated. 

Comment: 
1. Early allotment and apportionment of 

funds so that school districts could plan ade
quately for the wisest use of funds. 

2. More open policy of project approval so 
that school districts could exercise judgment 
to fit local situation rather than be forced to 
conform to a rigi..i pattern set by an ("fficial 
source incognizant of local needs and prob
lems. 

3. Money allocated to our school district is 
being used and we will continue to need more 
such aid. 

RESPONSE OF AARON E. FUSSELL, SUPERIN
TENDENT, WAKE COUNTY, RALEIGH, N.C., 
JANUARY 17, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer:-. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer:-. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $945,732, 1969 $880,931, 1970 

$814,582. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $200,000, 1971 $225,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that 

the Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer:-. 
Do you regard your present Title I pro

grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer:-. 
Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 

that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantaged. Others now con
tend that we cannot effectively utilize extra 
funds contained in the HEW Appropriation 
Bill because the funds are being misdirected 
and 'are not reaching the disadvantaged con
templated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

Comment:-. 

RESPONSE OF DR. L. Gn.BERT CARROLL, LUM• 
BERTON CITY SCHOOLS, LUMBERTON, N.C., 
JANUARY 19, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of E:::SA? 

Answer: 1,149. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: $4,070. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title I 

grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $163,804, 1969 $142,275, 1970, 

$131,679. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $125,000, 1971 $175,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the spe
cial needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Most assuredly they are. Without 
the continued use of such funds, the educa
tional future of these children is bleak. 

Do you regard your present Title I pro
grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 
Answer~ Yes, to the limited extent of fund

ing. In recent years, an already financially 
limited program has suffered severe cuts in 
funding. Disadvantaged children have been 
the losers in these 111-chosen attempts at 
economy. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively reach
ing the disadvantaged. Others now contend 
that we cannot effectively utilize extra funds 
contained in the HEW Appropriation Blll be
cause the funds are being misdirected and are 
not reaching the disadvantaged contemplated 
under title I ESEA. Your brief comments on 
these contentioris would be appreciated. 

Comment: To the best of my knowledge, 
Title I ESEA Funds have consisU>ntly hit the 
target, educationally and economically dis
advantaged 0hildren. True, we have not 
reached all of these children. There are too 
many such children to be reached with 
acutely limited funds. Our target has been 
and continues to be the heavy concentra
tion of Title I children; 

RESPONSE OF C. REID ROSS, SUPERINTENDENT, 
FAYETTEVILLE CITY SCHOOLS, FAYETTEVILLE, 
N.C., JANUARY 18, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 2,100. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: $12,431. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $395,885, 1969 $354,645, 

1970 $332,369. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs 
in fiscal year 1970 over and above the pres
ent level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $100,000, 1971 $200,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that 

the Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. 
Do you regard your present Title I pro

grams as effective in meeting special edu
cation needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. 
Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 

that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantaged. Others now 
contend that we cannot effectively utilize 
extra funds contained in the HEW Appro
priation Bill because the funds are being 
Inisdirected and are not reaching the dis
advantaged contemplated under Title I 
ESEA. Your brief comments on these con
tentions would be appreciated. 

Comment: Many more children need to 
be involved in special programs such as the 
ones presently conducted with Title I, 
ESEA funds. Additional money would make 
this possible. 

No miracles are promised, but we wm con
tinue to make effective and efficient use of 
all Title I funds. 

RESPONSE OF DR. NEWMAN M. WALKER, Su
PERINTENDENT, LoUISVn.LE INDEPENDENT 
SCHOOL DISTRICT, LOUISVILLE, KY., JAN• 
UARY 17, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 7,500. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: 1968-69, 48,462; September 1970, 

50,062. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title I 

grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answers: 1968 $1,932,193, 1969 $1,893,541, 

1970 $1,844,365 (tentative allotment). 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 25%, 1971 50%. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Ti tie I programs are needed to meet the spe
cial needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. The present level of local and 
state funding is too low to permit expendi
tures for personnel with expertise in dealing 
with children with special learning disabil
ities, e.g. guidance counselors, librarians, psy
chologists, reading teachers, social workers, 
etc. In-service education programs for all 
stat! members are a necessity. 

Do you regard your present Title I pro
grams as effective in meeting special edu
cation needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. To the extent that it is 
financed. 
· Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantaged. Others now 
contend that we cannot effectively utilize 
extra funds contained in the HEW Appro
priation Bill because the funds are being 
misdirected and are not reaching the disad
vantaged contemplated under Title I ESEA. 
Your brief comments on these contentions 
would be appreciated. 

Comment: Inadequate and late funding is 
a deterrent to well planned programs. Lim
ited funds do not allow for direct participa
tion of enough students to make a significant 
impact. 

RESPONSE OF W. H. BROWN, SUPERINTENDENT, 
GASTON COUNTY SCHOOLS, GASTONIA, N.C., 
JANUARY 18, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: All indirectly, 8,272 directly. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: 30,578. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968, 632,053; 1969, 587,103; 1970, 

532,253. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970, $105,000; 1971, $510.000. Early 
Childhood Educational programs (Kinder
garten) desperately needed to supplement 
existing experiences provided. Elementary 
counselors could and would assist im
measurably in establishing worthy self
image! 

In your judgment, do you believe that the 
Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs o-r educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Definitely! If we are to bridge the 
chasm imposed by the deprivation suffered 
by these children additional funds are man
datory. Supplementary compensatory experi-
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ences are the only avenues in filling the very 
real voids existing. 

Do you regard your present Title I pro
grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Absolutely! The real tragedy is 
that we have started too late with too little. 
Profound impacts are being felt and seen. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantaged. Others now con
tend that we cannot effectively utilize extra 
funds contained in the HEW Appropriation 
Bill because the funds are being misdirected 
and are not reaching the disadvantaged con
templated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

Comment: Lack of funds coupled with tim
ing in appropriations are the major deter
rents to more effective-efficient planning for 
enhancing subsequent meaningful programs. 
There have no doubt been some minimal 
abuses but have every confidence that mam
moth strides have been made in creative 
experiences being implemented more com
mensurate with the unique needs of these 
youth. 

RESPONSE OF ROBERT L. SMrrH, SUPERIN• 
TENDENT, SANDUSKY CrrY ScHOOLS, SAN· 
DUSKY, OHIO, JANUARY 17, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 144. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: 6, 723 . . 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $62,505.20, 1969 $57,547.14, 

1970 $47,243.59. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $15,000, 1971 $15,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. 
Do you regard your present Title I pro

grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. 
Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 

that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantaged. Others now con
tend that we cannot effectively utilize extra 
funds contained in the HEW Appropriation 
Bill because the funds are being misdirected 
and are not reaching the disadvantaged con
templated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

Comment: Title I funds are certainly 
reaching the disadvantaged in our district 
and are being effectively used. 

Although we have reason to believe that 
our present program is meeting a definite 
need in helping disadvantaged children, it is 
felt that the present level of funding is much 
too low. We are certain that an increase in 
funding to at least the level of 1968 would 
enable us to do an even better job. 

Further curtailment would negate gains 
already made. 

RESPONSE OF Wn.FORD E. ANDERSON, ADEL 
COMMUNITY SCHOOL, ADEL, IOWA, JANUARY 
18, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 61. 

What is the ADA in your school district 
grades K-12? 

Answer: 1,050. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal 
years? 

Answer: 1968, $13,355, 1969, $14,278, 1970, 
$16,159. 

In your judgment, do you believe that the 
Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: No, not in the rural areas of Iowa. 
Do you regard your present Title I pro

grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally ditadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Children needing attention in 
small groups or on an individual basis do 
receive special help. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively reach
ing the disadvantaged. Others now contend 
that we cannot effectively ut111ze extra funds 
contained in the HEW Appropriation Bill 
bee a use the fundt are being misdirected and 
are not reaching the disadvantaged contem
plated under Title I ESEA. Your brief com
ments on these contentions would be ap
preciated. 

Comment: Schools would benefit more by 
receiving general aid on the basis of need. 

RESPONSE OF J. A. DIXON, SUPERINTENDENT, 
BELLAIRE CrrY, BELLAIRE, OHIO, JANUARY 17, 
1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 1967, 324; 1969, 213; 1970, 190. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: 3,464. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968, $74,665.62; 1969, $67,660.09; 

1970, $59,762.87. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal eyar 1971? 

Answer: 1970, $10,000; 1971, $20,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the spe
cial needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. I believe the Title I Programs 
are needed to meet the special needs of our 
children. We are a district without the funds 
to provide the individual or small-group 
instruction need. 

Do you regard your present Title I pro
grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. Our staff is convinced that 
this program is helping disadvantaged chil
dren catch up. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively reach
ing the disadvantaged. Others now contend 
that we cannot effectively utilize extra funds 
contained in the HEW Appropriation Bill 
because the funds are being misdirected and 
are not reaching the disadvantaged contem
plated under Title I ESEA. Your brief com
ments on these contentions would be appre
ciated. 

Comment: We are a district with a low 
assessed valuation of $9500 per pupil and we 
were never able to have programs to help 
these children before we received the Fed
eral assistance. Unless this is continued, it 
will be necessary to discontinue all such 
programs. We are not serving all the disad
vantaged children now that need help be
cause of the lack of funds. Anything that can 
be done to help us meet the needs of these 
children will be greatly appreciated. 

RESPONSE OF CHARLES E. SPEARS, SUPERIN• 
TENDENT, PIKEvn.LE, IND.-PIKEVILLE, KY., 
JANUARY 18, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 413. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: 1,260. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $62,621., 1969 $56,796, 1970 

$58,587.00. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs 
in fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $15,000, 1971 $20,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. 
Do you regard your present Title I pro

grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes, without question. 
Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 

that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively reach
ing the disadvantaged. Others now contend 
that we cannot effectively utilize extra funds 
contained in the HEW Appropriation Blll be
cause the funds are being misdirected and 
are not reaching the disadvantaged contem
plated under Title I ESEA. Your brief com
ments on these contentions would be appre
ciated. 

Comment: Our funds are reaching the eco
nomically and educationally disadvantaged 
children in our school. Only 3% is used to ad
minister our project. 97% is spent on salaries 
for special quallfl.ed teachers, for special 
materials and equipment, for special services 
to children. 

RESPONSE OF HAROLD CONLEY, SUPERINTEND
ENT, AND KENNETH MCCAULEY, PROGRAM 
DIRECTOR, IRONTON CrrY, OHIO, JANUARY 18, 
1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Ti tie I of ESEA? 

Answer: 281. 
What is the ADA 1n your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: 3,287 (No. students K-12, Oct. 

1969). 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $86,666.96, 1969 $79,529.67, 

1970 $73,450.67. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $5,000, 1971 $6,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes, we feel that Title I is serving 
well our disadvantaged children here. 

Do you regard your present Title I pro
grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: We do, definitely! 
Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 

that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantaged. Others now con
tend that we cannot effectively utilize extra 
funds contained in the HEW Appropriation 
Bill because the funds are being misdirected 
and are not reaching the disadvantaged con
templated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

1 
I 

( 
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Commen.t! Our present Title I Project 

seems almost adequate. However, we could 
use another teacher and another aide in 
our Project. 1ncreased salaries and prices, 
have, of course, created some problems. We 
are quite pleased with our Title I Program. 

RESPONSE OF DR. JACK L. GRIFFIN, TuLSA 
PUBLIC SCHOOL, INDEPENDENT No. 1, TULSA, 
OKLA., JANUARY 19, 1970 
.How many children in your district are 

benefttting from ~dueation programs funded 
under Title .I of ESEA? 

Answer: 25,052. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

gr&liea K-12? 
Answer: 74,067. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant ln ~a.ch of the following fiscal years? 
Answer': 1968 $1,405,589, 1969 $1,341,366, 

1970 $1,224.076~ 
What additional funds, if any, could. you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of tunding? ln 1iscal year 19712 

Answer: 1970, 20 % ; 1971, 28 %-a salary 
differential absorbs a minimum of 8 % :an
nually. 

In your judgment, do you believe that the 
Title 1 programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children.. 

Answer: Yes. 
Do you regard your present Title I pro

grams as effective in meeting special edu
cation needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 
Answer~ Yes. 
Recent hearings in Wa.shingt.<>n disclosed 

that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in thepath of more effectively reach
ing the disadvantaged. Others now contend 
that we cannot effectively utilize extra funds 
-contained in the HEW Appropriation Bill be
cause the funds are being misdirected. and 
are not reaching the disadvantaged contem
plated under Title I ESEA. Your brief com
ments on these contentions would be ap
preciated. 

Comment: The Tulsa Public Schools Title 
I program has been stringently audited each 
year by the Oklahoma State Department of 
.Education and no evidence of misdirected 
funds has been found. Additional funds 
could be expeditiously utilized in the area 
of health and nutrition. 

RESPONSE OF ALLEN RoBSON, ED. D., PONCA 
CITY INDEPENDENT No. 71, PONCA CITY, 
OKLA .• JANUARY 17, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting 1rom education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 460. 
What 1s the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer. 6,525. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title I 

grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $153,624.11, 1969 $121,582.69, 

1970 $91,947. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs In 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 
Answer~ 1970 $40,000, 1971 $40,000. 
ln your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the spe
cial needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. 
Do you regard your present Title I pro

grams '8.S effective in meeting special educa
tion. needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. 
Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 

that inadequate funding was the greatest ob
stacle in the path of more effectively l'each
ing the disadvantaged. Others now contend 

that we cannot effectively utilize extra funds 
contained in the HEW Appropriation Bill be
cause the funds are being misdirected and 
are not reaching the disadvantaged con
templated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be ap
preciated. 

Comment: I think that inadequate fund
ing of educational programs is a problem for 
all school districts. I assure you that the 
Ponca City School District can effectively 
utilize additional funds for Title I Programs. 
For example, we had to drop our elementary 
summer program because of the cutback in 
Title I Funding. 

RESPONSE OF RAYMOND L . DOMBROWSKI, ERIE, 
PA., JANUARY 18, 1970 

How many children in your district are 
benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 4,547. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: 21,248. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the followlng fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $579,579.41, 1969 $611,-

091.96-with reallocation, 1970 $547,152.79. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effecttyely apply to -your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970, at least $100,000.00 more; 
1'971, at least $70,600.00 more. 

In your judgment, do you believe that the 
Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of edu<mtionally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Very definitely. 
Do you regard your present Title I programs 

as effective in meeting special education 
needs of educationally disadvantaged chil
dren? 

Answer: Yes, however, due to reduced 
funds all needs are not met. 

Recent hearings in Washington d:lsclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively reach-
1ng the disadvantaged. Others now contend 
that we cannot effectively utilize extra funds 
contained in the BEW Appropriation Bill 
because the funds are being misdirected and 
are not reaching the disadvantaged contem
plated under Title I ESEA. Your brief com
ments en these contentions would be ap
preciated. 

Comment: The State Dept. of Education in 
Pennsylvania sees to it that all aspects of 
Title I of ESEA are met and not misdirected. 

RESPONSE OF MRs. EuNICE HARPER, SUPERIN
TENDENT, RACELAND-WORTHINGTON, IND.
RACELAND, KY., JANUARY 17, 1970 
How xnany children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 100 special reading programs, one 
teacher, need two; 450 students, fust through 
sixth grade get to use Library 1 hour per 
week, per student; need two librarians. 

What is the ADA in your school district 
grades K-12? 

Answer: 898. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968, $21,863, 1969, $19,811, 1970, 

$18,097. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970, at least.10,000; 1971, $10,000; 
no moneys for supplies, funds "for two teach
ers and one aide at present. Funds could be 
doubled. 

In your judgment, do you believe that the 
Title I programs are needed. to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. Local district funds in Ken
tucky schools will not provide for their need. 

Do you regard your present Title I pro
. grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Our program is a good one and 
the teachers .are working very hard. The 
amount of funds is not adequate. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantaged. Others now con
tend that we cannot effectively utilize extra 
funds contained in the HEW Appropriation 
Bill because the funds are being misdirected 
and are not reaching the disadvantaged con
templated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

Oomment: Inadequate funding is correct. 
Where is the misdirecting being done? If we 
can-or may-have an amount as granted to 
the Dorsett Education System, Inc., and have 
only a limited number of students, e<mcen
trate on one or two fields, then we Will 
produce more. 

One such step was the award last fall of 
a federally -funded .$180,000 contract to 
Dorsett Education Systems, Inc., of Norman, 
Okla.. to use its new audiovisual devices to 
teach 200 potential ninth and tenth grade 
dropouts reading and math. Dorsett has gone 
into the school districts of Texarkana, Tex., 
and Texarkana, Ark., and agreed to raise the 
students' reading and math levels by one full 
grade in 80 hours at the cost of $1 an hour 
per student. The company will get a bonus, 
on a sliding scale of payment, if it succeeds 
in less than 80 hours; it will be penalized 
if it exceeds the time limit. The contract 
could amount to as much as $2.5 million over 
five years. 

RESPONSE OF EDWA:&D J. CONDON, SUPERIN
TENDENT, WOONSOCKET EDUCATION DEPART
MENT, WOONSOCKET, R.I., JANUARY 18, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 565, school year 1969-70; 225, sum
mer 1970 estimate; for a total of 790 . 

What is the ADA in your school district 
grades K-12? 

Answer: 7,316. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title I 

grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $252,026, 1969 $241,086, 1970 

215,361. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $50,000, 1971 $275,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the spe
cial needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes, please see attached booklet 
(not printed in RECORD)~ 

Do you regard your present Title I pro
grams as effective in meeting special ~duca
tional needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. Heavy concentration in spe
cial areas helps students meet school de
mands. 

RESPONSE OF H. S. MCCRACKEN, DEPUTY Su
PERINTENDENT, BEAUFORT DISTRICT, BEAU
FORT, S.C., RECEIVED JANUARY 18, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 5,725. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: 9,752. 
What was -the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
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Answer : 1968 $462,670, 1969 $464,703, 1970 

$381,849. 
What additional funds , if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $83,000, 1971 $475,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes, they provide personnel and 
materials to use in developing experiences 
denied the disadvantaged, prior to entering 
school. 

Do you regard your present Title I pro
grams as effective in meeting special ~duca
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes, according to evaluations 
made thus far, indications are that educa
tional levels of the disadvantaged have been 
raised. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest ob
stacle in the path of more effectively reach
ing the disadvantaged. Others now contend 
that we cannot effectively utilize extra funds 
contained in the HEW Appropriation Bill be
cause the funds are being misdirected and 
are not reaching the disadvantaged contem
plated under Title I ESEA. Your brief com
ments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

Comment: Speaking for Beaufort County 
only, all funds have been used to raise the 
educational level of the economically 
deprived. 

RESPONSE OF A. A. THOMPSON, PIERRE INDE
PENDENT ScHOOL DISTRICT, PIERRE, S. DAK., 
JANUARY 17, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 320. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: 2,822. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title I 

grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $46,636,25, 1969, $40,830.35, 

1970 $36,362. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $10,000, 1971 $10,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the spe
cial needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. 
Do you regard your present Title I pro

grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. In area of reading-addi
tional funds are needed to meet other needs. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantaged. Others now con
tend that we cannot effectively utilize extra 
funds contained in the HEW Appropriation 
Bill because the funds are being misdirected 
and are not reaching the disadvantaged con
templated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

Comment: There seems to be the general 
feeling that Title I funds in South Dakota 
are being used for the purposes intended. 

RESPONSE OF KENNETH WATLINGTON, JACK
SON CITY SCHOOLS, JACKSON, TENN., JANU
ARY 17, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 2955. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: 7645. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $282,668, 1969 $259,345, 

1970 $239,827. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fisca.l year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 20,000, 1971 75,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. 
Do you regard your present Title I pro

grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. 
Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 

that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantaged. Others now 
contend that we cannot effectively utilize 
extra funds contained in the HEW Appro
priation Bill because the funds are being 
misdirected and are not reaching the dis
advantaged contemplated under Title I 
ESEA. Your brief comments on these con
tentions would be appreciated. 

Comment: Hopefully we will be informed 
of our total grant for FY 70 very soon. We 
should be receiving notice of our total grant 
for FY 71 and FY 72 for effective planning. 

RESPONSE OF ERNEST ROBINSON, SUPERIN
TENDENT, CARTER COUNTY, GRAYSON, KY., 
JANUARY 18, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 2,300. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: 4,650. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968, $349,447; 1969, $314,471; 

1970, $285,065. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970, $160,000; 1971, $180,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes, children are receiving assist
ance in clothing, food, and the teacher has 
more materials and equipment with which 
to present a program. 

Do you regard your present Title I pro
grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes, in addition to the assistance 
given in the regular, summer programs have 
been designed to meet the needs of the edu
cationally and economically deprived child. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantaged. Others now con
tend that we cannot effectively utilize extra 
funds contained in the HEW Appropriation 
Bill because the funds are being misdirected 
and are not reaching the disadvantaged con
templated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

Comment: The big difficulty in providing 
expanded programs is the lack of facilities 
or additional classrooms in which to provide 
the programs and services needed. 

RESPONSE OF E. C. STIMBERT, SUPERINTENDENT, 
MEMPHIS CITY SCHOOLS, MEMPHIS, TENN., 
JANUARY 17, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 29,411. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: 127,347. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title I 

grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $3,149,017, 1969 $2,901,131, 

1970 $2,764,659. 
What additional funds if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs 
in fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $813,000, 1971 $1,325,000. 
In your judgement, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. 
Do you regard your present Title I pro

grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. 
Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 

that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively reach
ing the disadvantaged. Others now contend 
that we cannot effectively utilize extra funds 
contained in the HEW Appropriation Bill 
because the funds are being misdirected and 
are not reaching the disadvantaged con
templated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

Comment: 100 % of our Title I funds are 
utilized in programs for the disadvantaged. 
We need $813,000 to fund the 1969-1970 regu
lar school year and summer Title I Pro
gram at a level generally commensurate with 
the program operated during the 1967-1968 
school year. 

RESPONSE OF J. M. WHITAKER, ASSISTANT 
SUPERINTENDENT, SPECIAL SERVICES, EL PASO 
INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT, EL PASO, 
TEx., JANUARY 17, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 5,830. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: 56,981. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $1,016,779, 1969 $883,981, 

1970 $781,025. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 50 % increase, 1971 50 % in
crease. 

In your judgment, do you believe that the 
Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. 
Do you regard your present Title I pro

grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs Of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. 
Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 

that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively reach
ing the disadvantaged. Others now contend 
that we cannot effectively utilize extra funds 
contained in the HEW Appropriation Bill 
because the funds are being misdirected and 
are not reaching the disadvantaged contem
plated under Title I ESEA. Your brief com
ments on these contentions would be ap
preciated. 
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Comment: Title I funds have been effec

tive in our district to the extend of our fund
ing; however, to reach all students who qual
ify, a higher rate of funding is necessary. 

RESPONSE OF J'ULIUS TRUELSON, SUPERINTEND_.. 
ENT OF ScHOOLS, FORT WORTH INDEPENDENT 
SCHOOL DISTRICT, FORT WORTH, TEX., JAN
UARY 17, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 16,997. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: 80,652.72 (1969-70). 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1967-68, $1,453,499, 1968-69, 

$1,243,056, 1969-70 $1,208,813. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to yo1.u- Title I programs 
in fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding'? In fiscal yeal' 1971? 

Answer: 1970, $250,000 (additional: just 
to reinstate and continue programs offered 
in. 1967-68); 1971 $500,000 (additional: to 
maintain effective programs and increase in
structional program, particularly in the area 
of re:ading) . 

.In your judgment, do you believe that the 
Title 1 programs are needed to meet the spe
cial needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer; Although the Fort Worth Inde
pendent School District has made many 
efforts ior the educationally disadvantaged, 
we could not begin to offer the in-depth in
d.il'iduallzed instruction Title I is economi
-cally. e:!Iectively, and efficiently providing. 
Do you regard your present Title I programs 
as -effective in meeting special education 
.needs of educationally disadvantaged chil
dren? 
Answer~ Yes; however, the needs of these 

children !aT exceed available local and state 
resources; :additional Title I fUnds are needed 
to reach all of our educationally disadvan
taged. children. 

B.ecetlt hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively reach
ing the disadvantaged. Others now contend 
that we cannot effectively utilize extra funds 
contained in the HEW Appropriation Bill be
cause the funds are being mi-sdirected and 
are not reaching the disadvantaged contem
plated under Title I ESEA. Your brief com
.ments on these contentions would be appre
ciated. 

Comment: Inadequate funding is a great 
obstacle together with lack o! forward 
funding to adequately plan for succeeding 
years. 

RESPONSE OF LUTHER WRIGHT, COORDiNA• 
Tot. TITLE I, JOHNSON CoUNTY, PAINTS
VlLLE, KY., JANUARY 17, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education prograins funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 2507. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer:: 3355.94. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $368,690, 1969 $342,609, 1970 

$298,062. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $200,000, 1971 $200,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the spe
~~~~dr~~?ds of educationally disadvantaged 

Answer: Yes. 
Do you Tegard your present Title . I pro-

grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes; with our present allotment 
but more could be done if we had the money. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively reach
ing the disadvantaged. Others now contend 
that we cannot effectively utilize extra funds 
contained in the HEW Appropriation Bill be
carn.e the funds are being misdirected and 
are not reaching the disadvantaged contem
plated under Title I ESEA. Your brief com
ments on these contentions would be appre
ciated. 

Comment: It would be a catastrophe to the 
educational system of Johnson County if 
Title 1 funds were dropped. 

RESPONSE OF DR. DANA WILLIAMS, CORPUS 
CHRISTI INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT, 
CORPUS CHRISTI, TEX., JANUARY 17, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 6,666. 
What is the ADA in yoitr school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: 43,187. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $1,130,93'1., 1969 $1,018,368, 

1970 890,577. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectiv-ely apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $250,000, 1971 $300,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the 
speeial needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Title I funds have pTovided addi
tional equipment, personnel and program ex
perimentation heretofore limited by local 
and State funds. Without Title I funds, ad
ditional emphases would not have been pos
sible. 

Do you regard your present Title I pro
grams as effective in meeting speeial educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes, however, our district is con
stantly seeking better ways to meet the 
needs of educationally disadvantaged chil
dren. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle ln the path of more e1feetively 
reaching the disadvantaged. Others now con
tend that we cannot e1fectively utUize extra 
funds contained in the HEW Appropriation 
Bill because the funds are being misdire-cted 
and are not reaching the disadvantaged con
templated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

Comment: As originally intended under 
Title I guidelines, the Corpus Christi Inde
pendent School District .has been able 1n the 
past to provide programs needed to meet the 
speeial needs of the educationally disadvan
taged children. Recent budget reductions at 
the national level have caused the district 
to reduce certain services and programs. Ad
ditional funds are needed to tea.cb more ef
fectively the disadvantaged. These funds 
could provide additional equipment, mate
rials, and sta1f to individualize instruction, 
to reduce the number of dropouts, to work 
with problem children, and to provide addi
tional cultural activities for the disadvan
taged. 

The district can only speak from its own 
experiences, Title 1 funds have not only been 
directed to reach the disadvantaged but 
other local, state, and federal funds have 
also been direeted to provide for more and 
better programs for the disadvantaged. Pro
grams such as the State's Non-English Speak-

ing, Head Start, Project Follow Through, 
Teacher Corps, and certain special projects 
under Title III, ESEA, have been coordinated 
to better meet the needs of the disadvan
taged. 

RESPONSE OF MRS. ROSEN, PLANNER & ADMIN
ISTRATIVE ASSISTANT, OFFICE OF SPECIAL 
PROJECTS, NORFOLK CITY SCHOOLS, NOR
FOLK, VA., JANUARY 18, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 10,359. 
. What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: 52,432. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968-69 $2,350,867.74 (This in

cludes $53,144.00 reallocated funds), 1969-70 
$2,067,951.37 (Tentative Authorization). 

What additional funds, if any, could you 
effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $250,000, 1971 $500,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. 
Do you regard yO'lu- present Title I pro

grams as effe-ctive in meeting special edu
cation needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: To a vast degree. 
Recent bearings in Washington disclosed 

that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively reach
ing the disadvantaged. Others now contend 
that we cannot effectively utilize extr~ . funds 
contained in the HEW Appropriation Bill be
cause the funds are being misdirected and 
are not reaching the disadvantaged contem
plated under Title I ESEA. Your brief com
ments on these conditions would be ap
preciated. 

Comment: Additional funds, appropriated 
far enough in advance, will enable long
range planning to be more effective. 

RESPONSE OF FORBES BOTTOML Y, SUPERINTEND• 
ENT, SEATTLE SCHOOL DISTRICT No. 1, 
SEATTLE, WASH., JANUARY 17, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 
Answer~ There are 27 schools designated as 

full-aid or partial-aid schools which have a 
total population o! 26,144. Of these, 9,400 are 
from low-income families. 

What is the ADA in your school district 
grades K-12? 

Answer: 72,135~ 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title I 

grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 19l>8 $1,500,841, 1969 $1,370,930, 

1970 $1,265,433. 
What adidtional funds, if any, could you 

effe-ctively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $600,000, 1971 $1,000,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: To fail to provide programs spe
cially designed for the educationally disad
vantaged is to commit one large segment of 
our population to oblivion. 

Do you regard your present Title I programs 
as effective in meeting special education 
needs of educationally disadvantaged chil
dren? 

Answer: Yes. Our Title I programs have 
demonstrated success among the members 
of the target population. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding ~as the greatest 
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obstacle in the path of more effectively reach
ing the disadvantaged. Others now contend 
that we cannot effectively utilize extra funds 
contained in the HEW Appropriation Bill 
because the funds are being misdirected and 
are not reaching the disadvantaged con
templated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

Comment: We cannot speak for school dis
tricts other than our own, but Federal funds 
in Seattle have been applied strictly in com
pliance with federal and state laws and regu
lations to the best of our knowledge and we 
have not knowingly misused any funds. 

RESPONSE OF MR. EUGENE SEBASTIAN, SUPER
INTENDENT, BREATHITT COUNTY, JACKSON, 
KY., JANUARY 18, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 3,732. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: 3,557. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title I 

grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $506,985, 1969 $468,917, 1970 

$407,594. 
Wh:at additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $72,000, 1971 $480,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes, very definitely. 
Do you regard your present Title I pro

grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes, Title I programs have meant 
more to the disadvantaged children in our 
county than any other program. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively reach
ing the disadvantaged. Others now contend 
that we cannot effectively utilize extra funds 
contained in the HEW Appropriation Bill 
because the funds are being misdirected and 
are not reaching the disadvantaged contem
plated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

Comment: We feel that our system has 
spent Title I funds to the best of our ability 
to reach the disadvantaged child. Any lack 
to service the disadvantaged child in our 
district will be due to lack of funds. 

RESPONSE OF MR. LEROY R. WATT, SUPERIN
TENDENT, OHIO COUNTY SCHOOLS, WHEEL
XNG, W.VA., JANUARY 17, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 650. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: 9351. 
What wa.s the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $246,638, 1969 $221,669, 1970 

$197,727. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over a.nd above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $50,000, 1971, $200,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Ti tie I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. 
Do you regard your present Title I pro

grams as effective in meeting special edu-

cat ion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. 
Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 

that inadequate funding wa.s the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantaged. Others now con
tend that we cannot effectively utilize extra 
funds contained in the HEW Appropriation 
Bill because the funds are being misdirected 
and are not reaching the disadvantaged 
contemplated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

Comment: Additional funds could be 
utilized effectively to reach the disadvan
taged and, also, to serve them more effec
tively. The greatest obstacle in the path of 
Title I programming is the poor timing in 
the funding to the counties. 

RESPONSE OF DR. JAMES A. CAWOOD, SUPERIN
TENDENT, HARLAN COUNTY, HARLAN, KY., 
JANUARY 17, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: A total of 3,059 children are bene
fitting from thfe Title I program in Harlan 
County. 

What is the ADA in your school district 
grades K-12? 

Answer: The average daily atendance as 
of Dec. 16, 1969 was 7,456. 

What wa.s the amount of your ESEA Ti
tle I grant in each of the following fiscal 
years? 

Answer: 1968 $907,941, 1969 $835,058, 1970 
$738,985. 

What additional funds, if any, could you 
effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 and above the present level 
of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $100,000 if available soon 
enough, 1971 $260,000 if advance funding to 
allow planning. 

In your judgment, do you believe that 
the Title I programs are needed to meet the 
specific needs of educationall disadvantaged 
children. 

Answer: Title I programs are definitely 
needed to meet the "special" needs of dis
advantaged children whose needs are unique 
and different to say the least. 

Do you regard your present Title I pro
grams as effective in meeting special edu
cation needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Our present Title I program is 
generally effective. However, it has lost some 
of its effectiveness due to loss of funds. This 
loss has wiped out our teacher aide pro
grams. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantaged. Others now con
tend that we cannot effectively utilize ex
tra funds contained in the HEW Appropria
tion Bill because the funds are being mis
directed and are not reaching the disad
vantaged contemplated under Title I ESEA. 
Your brief comments on these contentions 
would be appreciated. 

Comment: The trend of incidental and 
piecemeal funding which the past and pres
ent administrations have practiced, has 
caused school administrators to be unable 
to plan effectively for Title I Programs of 
sufficient depth to always meet hopes for suc
cess. It is our hope that advance funding 
and sufficient appropriations be made so that 
we can not only plan but implement effective 
programs. 

RESPONSE OF TOWN OF CUMBERLAND, 
SCHOOL DEPARTMENT, ASHTON, R.I., JAN
UARY 19, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 250. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: 5,635.7. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $25,277, 1969 $24,514, 1970 

$20,160. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level ot funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $10,000, 1971 $15,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that 

the Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. 
Do you regard your present Title I pro

grams as effective in meeting special edu
cation needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes, very. 
Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 

that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantaged. Others now 
contend that we cannot effectively utilize 
extra funds contained in the HEW Appro
priation Bill because the funds are being mis
directed and are not reaching the disad
vantaged contemplated under Title I ESEA. 
Your brief comments on these contentions 
would be appreciated. 

Comment: There has been no misdirec
tion of funds In the Town of Cumberland. 
Every allocation has been used for direct 
services, otherwise unobtainable, to econom
ically and culturally disadvantaged children. 

A Travelab, a prefabricated buflding, 
thousands of dollars worth of equipment 
and instructional materials have been pur
chased; salaries have been provided for spe
cialists; personnel in areas of reading and 
allied skills have been engaged; in short, all 
money obtained has been spent for the ad
vancement of the deprived individual. It Is 
important that we note the fact that the 
town has made a tremendous in-kind con
tribution. Combined efforts and resources 
have provided our children with an unparal
leled education experience. 

RESPONSE OF FRANK EARNEST, JR., DALLAS 
COUNTY, SELMA, ALA., JANUARY 19, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 6,707. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: 8,404. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $819,232, 1969 $762,271, 

1970 $673,460. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970, $250,000; 1971, $500,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes, we definitely could not begin 
to meet these needs without our Title I 
programs. 

Do you regard your present Title I pro
grams a.s effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes, we are confident th81t our 
Title I programs have been very effective in 
meeting the needs of disadvantaged children. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle In the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantaged. others now con
tend that we cannot effectively utilize extra 
funds contained in the HEW Appropriation 
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Bill because the funds are being misdirected 
and are not reaching the disadvantaged con
templated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

Comment: This is definitely not true in 
our Title I programs. The disadvantaged chil
dren have been reached and have profited 
greatly from Title I, ESEA funds. We are not 
aware of any misdirection of funds. 

RESPONSE OF PAUL W. POLLY, SUPERIN-
TENDENT, PARIS INDEPENDENT, PARIS, KY., 
JANUARY 18, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 219. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: 1543.Q-1969 annual report. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title I 

grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $65,862, 1969 $59,640, 1970 

$56,235. 
What additional funds , if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $10,000, 1971 $20,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Very definitely. 
Do you regard your present Title I pro

grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. 
Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 

that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively reach
ing the disadvantaged. Others now contend 
that we cannot effectively utilize extra funds 
contained in the HEW Appropriation Bill 
because the funds are being misdirected and 
are not reaching the disadvantaged contem
plated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

Comment: Inadequate funding is definitely 
an obstacle in planning programs. If money 
were appropriated a year in advance it would 
give· more time for planning and could be 
used to better advantage. No money has been 
misused in this district and we feel we are 
using it to its best advantage, With the short 
planning time we have. 

RESPONSE OF WILLIAM MCLEOD, DOLAND INDE
PENDENT No. 54, DOLAND, S . DAK., JANU
ARY 19, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 158. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: 5110. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $24,955, 1969 $22,662, 1970 

$19,715. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $5,000, 1971 $15,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvan
taged children? 

Answer: Yes. Without Federal Funds our 
Title I programs would be automatically 
dropped. 

Do you regard your present Title :r pro
grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged· 
children? 

Answer: Yes. To the extent of our program 
offerings. If more money was available there 

are several programs that we could incor
porate to fully meet the needs of our dis
advantaged children. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantaged. Others now con
tend that we cannot effectively utilize extra 
funds contained in the HEW Appropriation 
Bill because the funds are being misdirected 
and are not reaching the disadvantaged con
templated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

Comment: Our School District has reached 
its maximum mill levy. This would make it 
impossible for us here to locally fund our 
Title I programs. If more money was avail
able we could broaden our present program 
for the disadvantaged children in other cur
riculum offerings. If this was possible we 
would be fully assured of completely educat
ing the whole child. 

RESPONSE OF WILLIAMS. SARTORIUS, SUPERIN
TENDENT, BOARD OF EDUCATION OF BALTI
MORE COUNTY, TOWSON, MD., JANUARY 19, 
1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 2,538. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: 129,839. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $689,460, 1969 $615,924, 1970 

$559,906. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $600,000, 1971 $625,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. 
Do you regard your present Title I pro

grams as effective in meeting special edu
cation needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes, considering the relatively low 
level of funding. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest ob
stacle in the path of more effectively reach
ing the disadvantaged. Others now contend 
that we cannot effectively utilize extra funds 
contained in the HEW Appropriation Bill be
cause the funds are being misdirected and 
are not reaching the disadvantaged con
templated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

Comment: Speaking for Baltimore County 
only, I can safely document that the disad
vantaged pupils, where they are sufficiently 
concentrated, are being served. However, the 
law does not allow schools to be served where 
only small numbers of disadvantaged pupils 
attend, even though these "pockets in affiu
ence" need at least health services. Lack of 
adequate funding pr9hibits a project de
veloping on various levels of intensity of 
service. 

RESPONSE OF VALDOSTA CITY SCHOOLS, VAL
DOSTA (INDEPENDENCE), VALDOSTA, GA., JAN
UARY 19, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: Regular school year, 1295; mi
grant children, 80; summer program, 1150. 
There is a great deal of duplication in regu
lar and summer program. 

What is the ADA in your school district 
grades K-12? 

Answer: 7023 (1968-69 School Term) . 

What was the amount of your ESEA Title 
I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 

Answer: 1968 $183,957, 1969 $324,594, 1970 
$255,010. 

What additional funds, if any, could you 
effectively apply to your Title I programs 
in fiscal year 1970 over and above the pres
ent level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $115,000, 1971 $115,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that 

the Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. If we did not Title I funds 
our disadvantaged children would be much 
lower in their school work. We have been 
giving disadvantaged children breakfast and 
lunch, without it some would go hungry. 

Do you regard your present Title I pro
grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Very definitely. Most of our dis
advantaged children are below grade level. 
We have figures to show that Title I monies 
are helping to close the gap. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantaged. Others now 
contend that we cannot effectively utilize 
extra funds contained in the HEW Appro
priation Bill because the funds are being 
misdirected and are not reaching the disad
vantaged contemplated under Title I ESEA. 
Your brief comments on these contentions 
would be appreciated. 

RESPONSE OF WILLARD 0. COOPER, LINCOLN 
COUNTY, STANFORD, KY., JANUARY 18, 1970 
How many children In your district are 

benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 3,150. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: 3,680.6. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the folloWing fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968, $344,450, 1969, $314,061, 1970 

$282,393. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970, $35,000, 1971, $40,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the spe
cial needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. Our Title I program is de
signed to reach the economically and educa
tionally deprived children o:.: Lincoln Co. and 
we are getting the job done. 

Do you regard your present Tit le I pro
grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes, very effective when properly 
administered for these children. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantaged. Others now con
tend that we cannot effectively utilize extra 
funds contained in the HEW Appropriation 
Bill because the funds are being misdirected 
and are not reaching the disadvantaged con
templated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

Comment: Extra funds directed to provid
ing better service for these children is not 
wasted. 

RESPONSE OF DR. HAROLD H. HlTT, SUPERIN• 
TENDENT, SAN ANTONIO INDEPENDENT 
SCHOOL DISTRICT, SAN ANTONIO TEX 
RECEIVED JANUARY 19, 1970 1 

. , 

How many children in your district are 
benefitting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 



302 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- HOUSE January 20, 1970 

Answer: 22,057. 
What is the ADA 1n your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: 69,979. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968, $2,279,241; 1969, $2,622,072; 

and 1970, $2,363,785. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs 
in fiscal year 1970 over and above the pres
ent level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970, $200,000; 1971, $250,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. It is one of the critical needs 
in this area. 

Do you regard your present Title I pro
grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. The few programs we have 
are very effective in helping the education
ally disadvantaged child. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantaged. Others now con
tend that we cannot effectively utllize extra 
funds contained in the HEW Appropriation 
Bill because the funds are being misdirected 
and are not reaching the disadvantaged con
templated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

Comment: Current guidelines make it al
most impossible to misdirect Title I funds. 

RESPONSE OF DR. GUY L. VARN, SUPERINTEND
ENT RICHLAND COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1, 
CoL~MBIA, S.C., JANUARY 19, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefiting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: 17,275. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

grades K-12? 
Answer: 38,905. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title I 

grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $1,277,100, 1969 $1,153,024, 

1970 $1,070,779. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $275,000, 1971 $500,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. 
Do you regard your present Title I pro

grams as effective in meeting special educa
tion needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. 
Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 

that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantaged. Others now con
tend that we cannot effectively util1ze extra 
funds contained in the HEW Appropriation 
Bill because the funds are being misdirected 
and are not reaching the disadvantaged con
templated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

Comment: We know that Title I funds 
have been effectively used in this district to 
the educational advantage of the disadvan
taged. 

RESPONSE OF J. A. MCPHERSON, ASSOCIATE 
SUPERINTENDENT, MOBILE COUNTY PuBLIC 
SCHOOLS, MOBILE, ALA., JANUARY 19, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefiting from education programs funded 
under Title I of ESEA? 

Answer: Public 53,418, private 1,201. 

What is the ADA in your school district 
grades K-12? 

Answer: 68,555. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $2,009,397, 1969 $1,847,143, 

1970 $1,662,226. 
What additional funds, lf any, could you 

effectively apply to your Title I programs 
in fiscal year 1970 over and above the pres
ent level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $1,000,000, 1971 $1,000,000. 
In your judgement, do you believe that 

the Title I programs are needed to meet the 
special needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes. 
Do you regard your present Title I pro

grams as effective in meeting special edu
cation needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Yes, but could be more effective 
if additional funds were available. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the path of more effectively 
reaching the disadvantaged. Others now con
tend that we cannot effectively utilize extra 
funds contained in the HEW Appropriation 
Bill because the funds are being misdirected 
and are not reaching the disadvantaged con
templated under Title I ESEA. Your brief 
comments on these contentions would be 
appreciated. 

Comment: These funds are being prop
erly used in our opinion and additional 
funds should be provided. 

RESPONSE OF CHARLES F. CLARK, SUPERIN
TENDENT, FLOYD COUNTY SCHOOLS, PRES
TONSBURG, KY., JANUARY 18, 1970 
How many children in your district are 

benefiting from education programs funded 
under Ti tie I of ESEA? 

Answer: 5,867. 
What is the ADA in your school district 

graces K-12? 
Answer: 9,110.8, 1968-69 School Year, 

8,814.17, 4th month-18 day month. 
What was the amount of your ESEA Title 

I grant in each of the following fiscal years? 
Answer: 1968 $874,677, 1969 $798,347, 1970, 

$712,604. 
What additional funds, if any, could you 

effectively apply to you:· Title I programs in 
fiscal year 1970 over and above the present 
level of funding? In fiscal year 1971? 

Answer: 1970 $200,000, 1971 $300,000. 
In your judgment, do you believe that the 

Title I programs are needed to meet the spe
cial needs of educationally disadvantaged 
children? 

Answer: Emphatically yes. 
Do you regard your present Title I programs 

as effective in meeting special education needs 
of educationally disadvantaged children? 

Answer: Yes. Additional funds could 
strengthen it. 

Recent hearings in Washington disclosed 
that inadequate funding was the greatest 
obstacle in the pat'1 of more effectively reach
ing the disadvantaged. Others now contend 
that we cannot effectively utilize extra funds 
contained in the HEW Appropriation B111 
because the funds are being misdirected and 
are not reaching the disadvantaged contem
plated under Title I ESEA. Your brief com
)llents on these contentions would be appreci
ated. 

Comment: We are in complete agreement 
that inadequate funding is the greatest 
obstacle in more effectively reaching the 
disadvantaged. 

HOUSING CRISIS PAST TALKING 
STAGE; CONGRESS MUST STOP 
NIXON ADMINISTRATION lliGH 
INTEREST BINGE 
The SPEAKER. Under a previous or

der of the House the gentleman from 

Texas <Mr. PATMAN) is recognized for 60 
minutes. 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, in recent 
months we have heard many pious words 
about high interest rates and their ter
rible effect on the homebuilding industry. 

The talk goes on and the interest rates 
get higher and higher. This is the time 
for action and less talk. 

We now have the administration's po
sition clearly on record. Twice in less 
than 12 months the administration raised 
interest rates on VA- and FHA-insured 
mortgages. Today, the effective interest 
rate on an FHA mortgage-including the 
one-half percent for insurance-is 9 per
cent--or 25 percent above the figure in 
effect last January. 

Mr. Speaker, this latest increase means 
that a $20,000 home will require almost 
$38,000 in interest payments over the life 
of a 30-year mortgage-a total cost of 
$58,000. Mr. Speaker, most of the low
and moderate-income families of this 
Nation simply cannot afford such costs 
and they have no opportunity to obtain 
decent housing when we allow a 9-per
cent interest rate to be imposed. In fact, 
the average wage earner with an income 
of less than $13,000 to $14,000 a year is 
effectively priced out of the housing 
market. 

Mr. Speaker, I place in the RECORD a 
copy of a news release which I issued fol
lowing the announcement of the latest 
FHA interest rate increase: 

NEWS RELEASE BY REPRESENTATIVE PATMAN 
WASHINGTON, D.C., December 31.-De

nouncing the latest increase in FHA and 
VA interest rates as a death warrant for 
many housing programs, Chairman Wright 
Patman today called for a wide-ranging 
Congretsional re-examination of home mort
gage financing. 

Mr. Patman said the re-examination is 
necessary to offset what appears "a calcu
lated effort of the Nixon Administration to 
close out low-income and moderate-income 
housing programs through round after 
round of interest rate increases." , 

"The latest interest rate increase is the 
height of irresponsibility when Viewed 
against the Administration's failure to offer 
even the most meager alternative to the 
great mass of the American population that 
cannot afford homes bearing 9% mortgages," 
Mr. Patman said. (This figure includes one
half per cent for FHA insurance.) "The Ad
ministration raised these interest rates 
fully aware that most families with incomes 
less than $13,000 a year would be priced out 
of the housing market." 

This Administration, through its en
couragement and acceptance of high inter
est rates, is developing Federal housing pro
grams only for the affluent with the low and 
moderate income citizen left out in the 
cold," the Banking and Currency Committee 
Chairman charged. 

"Faced with this attitude by the Adminis
tration, it is the responsibility of Congress 
to act t>wiftly to provide alternative means 
of financing homes for these families. The 
Congress cannot become a willing partner 
in the Nixon Administration wrecking 
crew." 

Mr. Patman said he would call for an early 
re-examination of proposals to have the Fed
eral Reserve System purchase large blocks of 
housing mortgages at interest rates not in 
excess of 6 per cent. He said the Federal 
:Reserve should make available between $10 
·and $20 billion to assure recovery of the hous
ing market. 

He noted that similar proposals calling for 
the Federal Reserve to purchas~ $6 billion 
worth of housing paper failed on a close vote 
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in the final days of the First Session. He said 
a switch of 30 votes would have put the 
proposal into law and brought immediate 
relief for housing. 

"I am convinced that the House would have 
approved this measure had the Members 
realized that their constituents would be 
forced to pay a nine per cent interest rate 
in a few short days,'' Mr. Patman said. 

Mr. Patman said he would also urge early 
consideration of other measures which pro
vide additional alternatives for home financ
ing. He referred specifically to legislation 
which would set up a $2 billion fund for 
direct Federal lending at 6 per cent interest; a 
National Development Bank modeled after 
the old Reconstruction Finance Corporation; 
and legislation designed to encourage in
creased investments in home mortgages by 
the various pension funds. 

He said he planned to give these measures 
priority treatment in the Banking and Cur
rency Committee in the Second Session. 

Mr. Patman said Secretary Romney'' an
nouncement of a new interest rate increase 
was poorly timed and will result in new pres
s'..-res to force all interest rates up. 

"The Administration should be devoting its 
energy to rolling back interest rates and not 
shopping around for places to announce new 
increases," Mr. Patman said. "The Adminis
tration is apparently intent on sending the 
homebuyer out in the market to compete 
with the big corporations, the gambling 
casinos and fast-buck operators for available 
lo::.n funds. The homebuyer cannot compete 
in this market and the Federal Government 
should not force him to do so." 

The Administration, Mr. Patman said, now 
has the unenviable record of creating the 
fastest and the most frequent housing inter
est rate increases in the history of the nation. 

"Secretary Romney has been in office only 
eleven months and he has managed to raise 
the FHA interest rate 25 per cent," Mr. Pat
man said. "It is significant that housing 
starts have dropped from an annual rate of 
1.9 million units to about 1.2 million units 
since Romney announced his first increase in 
the FHA rate last January." 

Mr. Patman said the latest increase was 
apparently being justified by claims that the 
action would provide more housing and that 
the so-called discount points would be 
eliminated. 

"These are the oldest and the most fal
lacious arguments that could be used in 
support of this unnecessary interest rate 
increase," he charged. "There is absolutely 
no evidence that high interest rates bring 
more housing. It is a fact, undisputed by any 
housing economist, that interest rate in
creases price the lower income groups out of 
the housing market." 

Mr. Patman said that a reduction in the 
"points" would be only temporary and "very 
slight at the best." "In past interest rate 
increases, the points have declined for a few 
months and then skyrocketed back to their 
high levels again. And this will happen again 
with this latest increase." 

"The homebuyer will continue to pay 
points as well as a record high interest rate,'' 
Mr. Patman said. "In fact, the purchaser of 
a $20,000 home will pay more than twice the 
value of the house in interest charges, points, 
and other finance charges over the life of a 
thirty-year mortgage." 

Mr. Speaker, I have received a great 
volume of telegrams and letters from 
people all over this Nation expressing 
their strong opposition to this latest and 
unnecessary increase announced by Sec
retary Romney on December 30. 

Mr. Speaker, these letters express bet
ter than anything I could say the feel
ings of the people who have been be
trayed by these high interest rates. I 
urge that my colleagues read these let-

ters carefully. These are the heartfelt 
opinions of people who are looking to 
their elected Representatives for some 
relief from the terrific burdens of high 
interest rates. It would be a great shame 
if this Congress ignored these honest 
pleas from the people. 

The material referred to follows: 
GLENOLDEN, PA., 

January 1, 1970. 
Re Increased Mortgage Rates (FHA-VA) . 
Representative PATMAN, 
Chairman, House Banking Commi ttee, 
House Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE PATMAN: Congratu
lations on your statements denouncing the 
increases in mortgage rates from 7¥2% to 
8¥2 % (plus ¥:! of 1% on FHA mortgages) as 
"sneakly" announced late of Dec. 30 and 
effective Monday, January 5, 1970 by George 
Romney, Sect. of HUD. 

This action was well known to become a 
fact, by anyone dealing in the field of home 
financing; for several months, and I'm sure 
known by your Committee. 

The Federal Law enacted in May 1968 au
thorizing the HUD Secretary, in consulta
tion with the V.A. Administrator to set the 
interest ceilings on Federally backed mort
gage "sufficiently" to compete with money 
market prices should never been permitted. 
This freedom; power by a Cabinet Member 
makes our Representatives, elected officials 
useless. 

Only a week ago, after a Home Builders 
Convention in Texas, Mr. Louis R. Barba, 
acting President of the National Association 
of Home Builders, members of over 51,000 
builders advised Mr. Romney not to increase 
the interest rate from the 7¥2 % level. Mr. 
George Meany, Pres., AFL-CIO, has de
nounced this action as a serious blow to 
home buyers and residential construction. 

This increase is most inflationary, and af
fects only the millions of workers, taxpayers, 
family men who are buying a home; not the 
poor or the afiluent. The poor have a subsi
dized program, if they want to purchase a 
home; the afiluent are benefitted more and 
more by tax exemptions. 

I worked and lived in Washington, D.C. 
for fifteen (15) years and admired your capa
bilities and action on many bills before 
Congress; I can only say thank God we still 
have one representative left. 

I am not writing this letter, just to write, 
but to bring to your attention the millions 
of average people, who will be adversely af
fected by the "rotten action" by Romney, 
one little cabinet officer. 

The only action now for all our repre
sentatives and Senators is to "override this 
action," set back the percentage to 7¥2%. 
and then adopt your resolution for the Fed
eral Reserve System to buy blocks of housing 
mortgages at rates not above 6 per cent, and 
keep them off the trading market. 

If this is not done, the average man and 
woman has no alternative but to resort to 
other means of escaping taxes, high interest 
rates, or relief and welfare. · 

The present system of Federal contract on 
housing, FHA and VA, has already created a 
monster in financing-both buying and sell
ing property. A seller of property under 
FHA-VA must pay "points" of at least 10% 
to obtain a mortgage for the buyer-this is 
added to the selling price plus the buyer as 
a veteran pays 7 ¥:! % mortgage, and FHA 
buyer 7¥2% + ~ of 1% mortgage insur
ance premiums. Now with the so-called 
BY:! % (9%)-the "points" do not drop, and 
if so about 1% for a month or so. These 
"points" should be declared illegal for either 
buyer or seller, but instead is encouraged 
by our own Federal Government. 

I hope my effort in writing to you, is not 
in vain and that your administrative assist
ants, will pass this one on to you. Also I 

hope and pray that you can continue to 
support the public as you have done, and 
enjoy good health. 

Very truly yours, 
OWEN F. ERENNAN. 

KANSAS CITY, Mo. 
Mr. PATMAN: I am writing you this letter 

in regards to the recent announcement of an 
interest increase in FHA and GI house mort
gage interest rates by Mr. George Romney. 

In my humble opinion this is a disaster 
especially in this period of inflation and un
certainty-very ill timed. My respect for Mr. 
Romney prior to this was to the utmost, but 
now I see him as j!lst another tool for big 
business. 

There is much resentment to this action 
and don't be surprised if Washington isn't 
flooded with mail. 

If thls increase becomes a reality and I be
lieve it will, we will surely remember this 
administration in the coming elections. 

We hope that you will conduct an investi
gation into this matter and bring the facts 
to the people. 

Mr. v. CALIA. 

TORRANCE, CALIF., 
January 1, 1970. 

DEAR MR. PATMAN: My wife and I have 
been married seven years now, and for all of 
that time we have been saving for and 
dreaming of owning our own home. 

My income is now at a level where a few 
years ago I would have thought it sufficient 
to buy a home. Now with the interest rates 
as high as they are it appears unlikely that 
we will be able to buy in the near future. 

I understand, basically, some of the prob
lems of inflation and the idea behind tight 
money as a means of fighting it. But it seems 
terribly unfair when it hurts a certain seg
ment of the population so much harder than 
others. 

I have just read of the increase in FHA/VA 
rates and of your plans to try to do some
thing about it. I have never before written to 
a Congressman, but now I feel compelled to 
express my feelings on this matter, and also 
to let you know how much I appreciate your 
stand on this matter. I hope to God you are 
able to do something. 

Sincerely, 
HAROLD P. THOMPSON. 

LEON RIMOV & ASSOCIATES, 
January 2, 1970. 

Hon. WRIGHT PATMAN, 
Chairtn4n, House Banking Committee, 
House Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN PATMAN: The raising Of 
the VA and FHA interest rate to BY:!% plus 
¥:! % mortgage insurance is the start of a 
new war on infia tion. It cannot be stopped 
if the federal government doesn't stop com
peting within its own family for money. 

The raising of the interest rate is without 
question the most serious financial move the 
Nixon administration has made concerning 
the general economy. It is very easy to pro
ject the consequences of this increase. They 
are as follows: 

1. Middle anc upper middle income housing 
will be paid for by buyers at 10% plus at 
least 2 points discount. 

2. The Federal Reserve Board will in time 
raise the prime interest rate at least by 1 
point and possibly 1 ¥:! points. 

3. There will be little or no chance for 
state and local governments to undertake 
public improvement projects which are vital 
to the health, safety and welfare, such as: 
new sewer plants, new disposal sites, im
proved transportation, improved sewers, 
public utilities. 

4. FHA will not effectively serve either the 
middle income or the low income fam.ilies 
by this new increase in the interest rate. 
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5. Construction in this country will come 

to a screeching halt before the middle of 
this year 1f positive steps are not taken to 
lower the interest rate immediately. The in
fia tionary action by George Romney, Secre
tary of Housing, is one of the greatest acts 
of foolishness ever perpetrated on the gen
eral public by a public official. 

I look forward to an immediate response 
and action on your part and that of other 
members of your committee. 

Sincerely yours, 
LEON RIMOV. 

JAS. W. FISHER AGENCY, INC. 
Spencer, Iowa, Janua1·y 2, 1970. 

Hon. WRIGHT PATMAN, 
Chairman, House Banking Committee, House 

of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 
DEAR REPRESENTATIVE PATMAN: I have just 

read with great dismay the announcement 
by Secretary of Housing Romney raising the 
interest rate on FHA and GI home mortgages 
to 8%%. 

I would like to commend you on your 
criticism of such action and your indication 
that the House Banking Committee would 
strive for modification of the home mortgage 
interest rate. 

You are absolutely correct in your observa
tion that this high mortgage interest is pre
venting those who wish and need to buy a 
home from doing so. 

It is my understanding that savings and 
loan institutions were instituted as a main 
source wherein home buyers could secure 
home mortgage financing. It has been my sad 
observation that, over the years these insti
tutions have devoted more desire in ways 
and means of developing greater profit for 
the institution ..• with mounting spread 
between the interest paid on deposits and 
interest received !rom mortgages . . Plus 
charging increased loan closing cost fees to 
both mortgagees and "points" charged to 
sellers. 

I do hope that you and your committee will 
do everything possible to work for reduction 
of interest rates and assistance to the many 
American families who desire to buy ·a home. 

Respectfully, 
F. W. FISHER. 

HACIENDA HEIGHTS, CALIF. 
Representative WRIGHT PATMAN. 

HONORABLE Sm: I Wish to compliment you 
as being one with enough back bone to say 
something about this high interest rate. My 
how we need some one like you. This is one · 
of the biggest farces I have heard. Twice with 
no reason only to keep the man we all need 
from having a roof over his head. 

The man that furnishes most of our men 
to fight the battles such as W.W. 1 & 2, 
Korea and now VietNam has no one to fight 
for him. We are in trouble with riots, rapes, 
robberies & killing just because no one has 
back bone in the Administration to do any
thing for the little man & men coming 
back home from Viet Nam cannot buy a home 
in any area. The cheapest home and only one 
(1) 15,950 to sell G.I. 112.37 principal & 
Int. $16.67 taxes: $4.00 apr for Ins.: 
$133.39 Per Mo. to buy he must make $540.00 
Per mo. $312.00 Per Hr. and in our area 
which is City of Industry & some pay as 
little as $1.75 per Hr. & our largest pays 
$2.25 to $3.00 for unskilled labor. So you 
can see they were out classed before this 
1% raise came in to being. Please see this 
as I do. As I am a Realestate Salesman, and 
am near 65 years old. And all I can do is give 
you any information you may need In my 
area of near Los Angeles, Calif. Please for 
the decency of your fellow man even if you 
are not in our area. 

Stay in there and fight. I have written to 
ones in my area and they are to chicken 
or are ones that have there fingers in the 
pie & don't want to pull it out. Election is 
coming in our area and I have never said 

anything before but I can't sit back now 
with such as we have in office now. 

One and three quarters percent rise in 
such a short time is plain nuts. 

Hold down inflation for the working class 
but turn iit loose for the ones that can get 
fat on it. Keep up the good work and if I can 
help in any way please call on me. 

Yours truly, 
Mr. J. E. STEVENS. 

DETROIT, MICH. 
DEAR MR. W. PATMAN: I certainly approve 

of your intention to investigate high interest 
rates which in addition to being inflationary 
constitute economic rate by the rich of the 
poor. 

Thank God there are a few people around 
who object to this kind of criminal activity! 

Sincerely, 
SIDNEY M. MANuEL. 

PENSACOLA, FLA., 
January 2, 1970. 

Sm: We are within two weeks of closing a 
VA guaranteed mortgage. 

Should I try and stall to await the outcome 
of your investigation into the increase in in
terest. 

If I close the loan at 8%% and the in
crease is rescinded will I be stranded at 8%% 
or wlll it be as if the increase had never 
happened. 

Truly, 
WILLIAM J. BERRIO. 

FAm LAwN, N.J., 
JanU4ry 1, 1970. 

Hon. WRIGHT PATMAN, 
Chairman, House Banking Committee, 
House Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR MR. PATMAN: Thank you SO much for 
speaking out against the injustice of the raise 
in interest rates for FHA mortgages. I was 
heartened somewhat that someone in Con
gress is speaking for the average American 
citizen rather than for big business. 

We saved for ten years and finally applied 
for an FHA mortgage on Nov. 23, 1969 at the 
rate prevailing. After yesterday's announce
ment of the rise, we knew that we could not 
go ahead with our plans to buy this house. 
It seemed to us illegal that our government 
would not honor an application made well 
before the change. 

My husband earns $16,500 and I earn $2,000 
annually and we are unable to buy a house in 
this area with a down payment of $9,000. It 
is indeed an incongrous situation. 

I have written to my own Representative 
(Widnall) and my Senators (Case and WU
liaxns). I indeed hope that their view will be 
similar to yours. 

Why is the President allowed to make such 
decisions Without consulting Congress. This 
1s indeed puzzling to me. 

Thank you again. 
Yours sincerely, 

Mrs. NATALIE STEINBERG. 

MIAMI, FLA., January 3, 1970. 
DEAR CONGRESSMAN PATMAN: Please excuse 

this scribbled letter; my typewriter is in 
storage. 

I read of the stand you have taken against 
the FHA/VA interest hike in the Miami 
Herald and wanted to write and tell you how 
glad I was to hear someone in Washington 
had spoken out against it. 

I was particularly upset to hear of the 
interest hike because I had already commit
ted myself to buying a house in Mla.ml 
under a VA loan and yet will not be able to 
close before January 5th so will have to pay 
the added interest point. This will add ap
proximately $21.00 a month to my house 
payment and some $6,000-$7,000 to my mort
gage. 

I am opposed to any interest rate increase 
but particularly upsetting to me was the 

fact that only two working days expired 
between the day the increase was announced 
and the day it became effective. In all fair
ness to the hundreds or even thousands of 
people who had applied for VA loans before 
the rate increase was announced it seems 
to me they should have been guaranteed 
the old rate of seven and one-half percent. 

As it was, I applied for my VA loan on 
November 19, 1969, buying a house that was 
going to stretch my salary quite a bit. Now 
I've had this surprise interest hike pulled 
on me and quite frankly I feel as though my 
government has been unfair to me. 

Also questionable to me was the fact that 
I signed all the papers that were to go to 
the VA on December 16, 1969. This was after 
F&R Builders of Miami had run their credit 
check on me. When I called the VA office in 
Jacksonville, Florida on December 31, 1969 
they hadn't even received the papers from 
F&R much less had time to process them 
before the interest hike became effective. I 
have not yet heard the cause of the delay 
but it has been an expensive one for me. 

Thank you for taking the time to read 
my letter; I am with you one hundred per
cent in your fight against higher interest 
rates. 

A slight history on myself; I have just been 
released from the Marine Corps after serving 
four and one-half years as an officer. I spent 
a year in Vietnam and am now working for 
Delta Airlines. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN W. BOTTOMS, Jr. 

BROOKLYN, N.Y., 
January 1,. 1970. 

DEAR MR. PATMAN: More power to you! And 
less to the banker millionaires whom Mr. 
Roxnney has joined. 

Enclosed a copy of my letter to him. 
Respectfully yours, 

Rabbi FRED S. HEuMAN. 

BROOKLYN, N.Y., 
January 1, 1970. 

DEAR MR. ROMNEY: And you were con
sidered the Liberal in the Cabinet of the 
Nixon administration. And you have now 
added over $6,000 to a $30,000 home to be 
financed by FHA, in order to soak the worker 
and enrich the banker. 

You are not so naive as not to see that the 
constriction of the money supply has not 
halted inflation. The answer to inflation is a 
voluntary commitment in this country to 
hold the price line and to halt all increases. 
The labor demand will slacken as well. 

You've done the opposite. You should be 
fighting your administration's overbearing 
banking interests who here so far succeeded 
in their enormous profits by the wide spread 
between a 5% interest rate paid on savings 
and an 8¥2% interest rate charged on loans. 
Your collusion is the saddest to take. You will 
regret it, as it does our country harm, 

Sincerely yours, 
Rabbi FRED s. HEUMAN. 

JANUARY 1, 1970. 
DEAR MR. PATMAN: Although I am not one 

of your constituents I still wanted to write 
to you about my feelings. As a private citizen 
I appreciate the work you are doing to pro
test the high interest rates. At today's rates 
it does not pay to own a house, the rates are 
criminal. Young people like myself who make 
comfortable livings and know how to add, 
realize that these rates are terrible. It is 
cheaper to rent, even at high rents than to 
buy. Second mortgages are becoming com
monplace. Let's get this country back to nor
mal so that inflation will Rtop eating up 
every dollar. Put tight controls on the crop 
of credit buying. The banks don't have mort
gage money because they need it for their ir
responsible credit card holders at 1¥2 percent 
per month or 40 % true annual interest rate. 



January 20, 1970 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- HOUSE 305 
Enough, even at 6% interest is high for 
mortgages. Please continue to press your 
colleagues and make them act like respon
sible lawmakers instead of idiots. 

Thank you and happy and heruthy New 
Year. 

NoRME SEHL. 

FRESNO, CALIF., 
December 31, 1969. 

Representative WRIGHT PATMAN, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE PATMAN: I am in 
agreement with you, in your investigation 
and legislation to offset the 8% percent in
terest rates on F.H.A. and V.A. home loans. 

This is nothing but a Republican move 
for the money class of people. 

The wage earner can no longer buy a de
cent home for his family. 

'J;hank you for any assistance on this mat
ter. 

Sincerely yours, 
EDWARD J. BRANNAN. 

NORTH MIAMI BEACH, FLA., 
December 31, 1969. 

Hon. WRIGHT PATMAN. 
DEAR SIR: Thank you very much for your 

efforts to stop the rise in interest rates. It 
seems as though anything that will be of 
help to the working man is considered infla
tionary by the present administration but 
the tremendous allowances given to the 
multi-millionaire such as the oil depletion 
allowance, tax-free bonds, etc., is not. 

Sincerely, 
ABRAHAM W ALFISH. 

STRATFORD, CONN., 
January 2, 1970. 

Hon. WRIGHT PATMAN, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SIR: A recent article in our local news
paper, the Bridgeport Post (Bridgeport, Con
necticut) has prompted me to write to you. 
I want to commend you for your statements 
of fact concerning the interest rate on gov
ernment-backed housing loans. You were 
quite correct in stating that the administra
tion is developing federal housing programs 
only for the affluent. 

My husband and I have worked and saved 
for five years, we have no children and have 
lived in a very reasonable rent for five years. 
We are not extravagant and, I think, have 
above average salaries for our age and geo
graphic location. We have many friends who 
are in the same situation, and many who have 
children and the wife cannot work. 

We cannot find, in this area of the country, 
a new 6 room ranch house for less than 
$30,000. This does not include a garage, drive
way, landscaping, and, many times, does not 
include city water, sidewalks or sewers. This 
would be added cost to the purchaser. For the 
sake of example, let's say we found "some
thing" for $25,000-this is the way it would 
breakdown: 

House---------------------------- $25,000 
Downpayment (20% now required)_ -5, 000 

Total----------------------- 20,000 
FHA Mortgage Payments per month on 

$20,000 at 9% for 30 years equals: 

Per month------------------------ $161.00 
Per month town taxes------------- 40. 00 

Total per month cost to us___ 201. 00 

Please keep in mind that for this area this 
is not, by any means, a good home. For this 
money it would most likely be between 40 and 
50 years old. And, above that, the only reason 
we could afford it is because we both work. 

I wouldn't even venture to imagine how 
many people are in our same situation. But I 
know one thing, the man or the party that 

CXVI--20-Part 1 

can beat this interest rate down, will have 
our vote for ~nany years to come. 

Please keep up this good work! 
Sincerely, 

Mrs. ROBERT BUDA. 

JANUARY 1, 1970 . . 
Hon. WRIGHT PATMAN, 
Congress of the United States, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SIR: First let me express my humble 
thanks for your stand against the high in
terest rate, just shoved down my throat along 
with many GI's by the present administra
tion. 

At present I am under contract to buy my 
first home, 7%% VA and of course to be 
8%%. now highest permissible rate at time of 
closing. I completed 28 years of naval serv
ice 3 Sept. 1969, and am now in the civilian 
labor market. Renting for past 18 years. 

Negotiating for a home loan I have found 
the VA loan money at 7% % was not tight 
as they claim. Almost any sub-division in 
this area could be financed under VA 7% %, 
the big problem with the moderate income 
(average) family is the high cost of the 
homes. High taxes, insurance, and now on 
top of all this another increase on the in
terest rates. 

I feel along with other GI personnel in 
this area that the decision of Mr. Romney 
and Administration is, they are not really 
thinking of me the GI, but the big business 
concerns, mortgage companies and like you 
say the affluent. 

I hope along with you, the Honorable Rus
sell, Honorable Rivers, and others, feel this 
increase is uncalled for and is only in the 
interest of the mortgage companies. If the 
money is tight, increasing the cost . sure 
doesn't seem to be the answer to the many 
of us that feel we can't really afford a home 
under present costs. 

Thank you for speaking out. 
T. R. McCONNELL. 

SEATTLE, WASH., 
January 10, 1970. 

Hon. WRIGHT PATMAN, 
U.S. Congress, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SIR: Please find enclosed clipping 
from real estate section Seattle Post Intelli
gencer of this date. 

In view of your investigation of high 
(8%%) F.H.A. & V.A. interest rates I thought 
this article might be of some value. 

Thank you for your splendid efforts in 
this age of brain washed economists. 

Yours truly, 
DOUGLAS J. O'ROUARK. 

[From the Seattle (Wash.) Post-IntelUgencer 
Jan. 10, 1970] 

The increase in the FHA and VA mortgage 
rate from 7% to 8% per cent pushed down 
the discount rate being charged sellers here 
on real estate sales this week; but--

1. The drop wasn't as great as many hoped 
it would be. 

2. And, many were already predicting that 
the discount would work its way back up 
to the old level as the year progressed. 

The discount is the charge levied by lend
ers against sellers in most home-sale real 
estate transactions in an effort to make the 
money loaned earn the going market rate. 

Before last week's increase in the FHA
VA basic interest rate to 8% per cent, lenders 
had been demanding as high as 10 per cent 
discounts from sellers on the total sales 
price. 

When the new rate was announced last 
week, lenders expressed hope that the dis
count rate would drop substantially thereby 
making it easier !or sellers to sell their 
home, thus loosening up a tight real estate 
sales market. 

Some officials reported that discounts had 
dropped back to 2 per cent. But most were 

pegging the discount at midweek at some
where between 4 and 6 per cent. 

As always, the exact amount depended on 
the quality of the loan being made-the 
quality of the house, the credit standing of 
the new buyer and the availability of money. 

Garth Marston, vice president, marketing, 
of Washington Mutual Savings Bank, said 
the discounts had ranged from 2 to 4 per 
cent at the start of the week but had worked 
their way up to 6 per cent toward the end 
of the week. 

Carl A. Sandquist, president of the Coast 
Mortgage Co., said the • • • discount rate 
would probably level out at between 5 and 
6 per cent. 

Sandquist pointed out that lending insti
tutions which sell FHA and VA mortgages 
to the federal National Mortgage Association 
(Fanny Mae) to get more cash to lend for 
housing were having to pay as much as 5 per 
cent discounts on the money they borrowed. 

In other words, for every $1 ,000 worth of 
mortgages they sold they were able to collect 
only $950 in cash. 

Such lending institutions can come out 
even in reloaning the money only if they, 
too, charge a similar point discount. 

Despite discounts or higher interest rates, 
lending institutions simply don't have 
money to lend. Fany Mae has been the only 
source. 

William J. Winn, executive vice president 
of the Master Builders, was among those who 
predicted that the discount rate would work 
its way back up to an even higher level. 

Bond interest rates-generally considered 
an indicator of the state of the money mar
ket--have continued to increase, even since 
the new 8% per cent home mortgage interest 
rate was announced. 

If history repeats itself, discounts points 
will rise, to, in order to keep up with the 
competition. 

Winn, however, saw today as a good time 
to buy a home. He foresees no decline in in
terest rates. 

"It's still definitely a buyers market. We 
have loi;s of homes to sell in almost every 
price class. And with the discount rate where 
it is today, sellers will probably be more 
anxious to sell than ever before." 

Hon. WRIGHT PATMAN, 

ARLINGTON, VA., 
January 13, 1970. 

U.S. House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 

MY DEAR MR. PATMAN: I doubt that you 
will see this letter but I will make it short 
in the event you do. 

I want to express my concern over the 8% 
percent interest rate that is presently in 
effect for home loans. I have worked for a 
number of years before marriage and after 
in order to be in a position one day to pro
vide a home for my family. My husband and 
I expect a child soon and find that we are 
unable to meet mortgage payments when 
interest rates are at the 8% percent level. 

I find this situation completely frustrating, 
disappointing and unfair and I heartily en
dorse your proposal to have the government 
provide low cost loans for home buyers. 

Sincerely, 
CATHERINE L. T!MMENY, 

Mrs. Wallace L. Timmeny. 

POMONA, N.Y., 
January 13, 1970. 

Representative WRIGHT PATMAN. 
DEAR Sm: My husband and I are fully 

aware of your tremendous e1Iorts to roll back 
the interest rates, and ease up the tight 
money situation. 

All the reports that we have read, show 
that the banks are continually showing larger 
and larger profits. 

The way this Administration 1s handling 
the economic policies, is helping to make the 
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rich, richer; and placing the "little man", 
in a very very precarious situation. 

We sincerely pray that you are able to mus
ter enough support to remedy this situation. 

Very truly yours, 
Mrs. JANICE STERLING, 

FULTON, N.Y., 
January 2, 1970. 

Representative WRIGHT PATMAN, 
House Office Building, 
Washington, D.O.: 

Raising of FHA and GI interest rates will 
break the back of the home building indus
try. Are we going to continue to allow the 
banking industry to control our government? 

Mayor PERCY E. PATRICK, Jr., 
Builder and Developer. 

LOWELL, MAss,, 
January 1, 1970 

Congressman WRIGHT PATMAN, 
Chairman, House Banking Committee, 
House of .Representatives, 
Washington, D.O. 

DEAR CoNGRESSMAN PATMAN: We view with 
dismay the recent action raising FHA and 
VHA mortgage rates to 8% percent, and 
heartily endorse your investigation this in
flationary act. We wish you could prevent 
its going into effect. We are already home 
owners. It is the effort of all future home 
buyers and our country's monetary policy 
that bothers us. Please try to reverse this 
trend of spiraling interest rates. 

EDWARD AND GLORIA BOYSON. 

ALEXANDRIA, VA., 
December 31, 1969. 

Hon. WRIGHT PATMAN, 
House of .Representatives, 
Washington, D.O. 

DEAR MR. PATMAN: I have just heard on 
the even.ing news program that you are go
ing to conduct an inquiry or investigation 
into the announced raising of the VA/FHA 
home loan rates to a new high of 8% per cent. 

The purpose of this letter is to offer you 
whatever moral support and encour-agement 
that my wife and I are capable of in your 
opposition to the suddenly announced in
terest rate ceiling. 

My wife and I moved to this area about 
6 months ago to accept employment after 
retiring from the Navy. We are both lifelong 
Texans from Hamilton and considered Texas 
our legal state of residence until I retired 
and moved to Virginia. 

We are in the process of trying to buy a 
house in the Escena subdivision in Oxon 
Hill, Maryland for delivery when construc
tion is completed next June. We have ap
plied for VA financing with the Colonial 
Mortgage Corp. of D.C., 1101 17th St. NW. 
and this firm is now processing our appli
cation for VA financing. 

When we signed a contract to purchase 
the house, there did not seem to be any 
problem whatever in locating the financing 
at the rate of 7¥2 per cent. There may well 
have been a shortage of money available but 
it certainly was not apparent to us. We 
hoped to be able to purchase this house with 
7% per cent or less money and were shocked 
yesterday when we heard that Mr. Romney 
had raised the rate to 8¥2 per cent! 

Mr. Patman, we are at a complete loss to 
understand how this boost of a full one per 
cent is going to help solve our nation's hous
ing shortage. While there may be more firms 
willing to lend money at the new 8% per 
cent rate, we wonder just how the people 
who need housing are going to be able to 
afford an extra $30.00 or so per month which 
an average housing loan in this area will 
be boosted by the one per cent hike. Perhaps 
only by salary increases which certainly 
doesn't improve the Administration's chance 
of bringing inflation under control. Rather 

than helping the situation it just seems to 
be another weary round of inflation. 

We encourage you, Mr. Patman, to do all 
that you can to cause this boost in interest 
rates to be rescinded. It is completely un
justified in our view. 

Respectfully yours, 
GLEN VAUGHN. 

LITTLETON, COLO., 
January 2, 1970. 

Represent ative WRIGHT PATMAN, 
House ot Representatives, 
Washington, D.O. 

DEAR MR. PATMAN: With the very recent in
terest increase in the F.H.A. and V.A. backed 
housing loans, I feel compelled to write you 
and express my feelings with regard to the 
investigation and legislation to offset this 
recent increase that you are proposing to 
conduct. 

Just recently I applied for a V.A. backed 
housing loan to finance the construction of a 
new home and this recent increase in in
terest rates will have a very significant im
pact on the total cost of that loan. With the 
present conditions the way they are, it is 
becoming next to impossible for a family to 
afford housing. 

I am therefore, in favor of anything you 
and your committee can do in an effort to 
bring the interest rates on housing loans 
back down to a level that will be realistic 
and within the reach of the so called "Mid
dle Class" citizen. 

Sincerely yours, 

Hon. WRIGHT PATMAN, 
Washington, D.C. 

DONALD C. ROSE. 

MATAWAN, N.J. 

DEAR MR. PATMAN: I was agreeably pleased 
with an article in the N.J. Star Ledger of 
your interest in the hike in mortgage in
terest. 

I am a widow and live in a garden apart
ment with three rooms. My daughter also has 
a four room apt. in same area. Three years 
ago, I moved here rental at $115 first year, 
second year $117.50, third year $130.00. My 
daughter rented said apartment first year 
$155, new lease $180.00. We figured with 
these high rentals we could buy a home to
gether. We looked around and was hit with 
the high interest plus large down pay
ment. Where are people like we going to find 
a house with liberal down payment and 
low interest for $311.00 per month. I was 
pleased to hear what your committee with 
its proposals intend to do. Lots of luck and be 
assured we are rooting for you. 

Sincerely yours, 
LoRETTA D. CONNELL. 

ELMA, N.Y., 
January 1, 1970. 

DEAR MR. PATMAN: Is there anything that 
can be done to reverse the interest rate 
climb. 

We are on the verge of buying s. new 
home but between these fantastic rates and 
high taxes we just can't swing it. 

Very truly yours, 
CHARLES W. TENT. 

INGLEWOOD, CALIF., 
January 1, 1970. 

Sm: We deplore the continuing rise in 
interest rates on home mortgages and 
strongly believe it has a most damaging 
effect on our economy and a great influence 
on the ever continuing spiraling inflation. 

We strongly applaud your denunciation 
of the latest increase on government-backed 
home mortgages and sincerely hope you will 
do everything in your power to initiate leg
Islation that will force a downturn of such 
unreasonably high interest rates. 

Respectfully, 
Mr. and Mrs. SIDNEY GERTZ. 

ASHEVXLLB, N.C., 
January 4, 1970. 

Representative WRIGHT PATMAN, 
House Office Building, 
Washington, D.O. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE PATMAN: May I com
mend and encourage you on your recent 
proposal to fight increasing interest rates. 
After almost a year of struggling to improve 
our lot to start construction, we finally 
began in mid-November and were able to 
get the basement wall of our modest-sized 
house (1540 sq. ft .) up just before Christmas. 

When we first contemplated building in 
May 1968 VA-backed loans, as you well know, 
carried an interest rate ceiling of 6%, quite 
acceptable for our purposes. The first raise 
to 6.75% hurt, as did the subsequent one 
to 7.50% in January 1969, but we continued, 
feeling as did most people, that continued 
inflation threatened our chances of building 
at all. 

Now, with our basement wall up, most the 
frame lumber, plywood and hardwood floor
ing stored for use and all our subcontractors 
lined up and waiting, the latest New Year's 
hike to 8.50% has cleanly knocked us out 
of the market. I can understand Mr. Rom
ney's immediate reasons for reluctantly as
senting to this increase, but on the other 
hand I wonder just how many potential 
homeowners will enter the market now to 
grab up newly released money at this record
busting rate. 

Again, may I say I applaud your efforts to 
have the government buy up blocks of mort
gages at cheap interest rates to help the 
average man who wants, and definitely 
needs, a home of his own. Though not true, 
I sometimes wonder if our great country 
isn't primarily devoted to perpetuating the 
interests of the affluent and the rich while 
patronizing the "silent majority." 

Respectfully yours, 
ROBERT c. MARTIN. 

GOODE'S DEPARTMENT STORE, 
Vinton, Va., December 31, 1969 

Representative WRIGHT PATMAN, 
Congress, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN PATMAN: Again I con
gratulate you on your stand against higher 
a~d higher interest rates. Where will it all 
lead when will it stop? Higher and Higher 
we go until we come down with a Bust. 

As a small independent businessman I 
do resent our Government Guaranteeing 
8% % loan money to our very Affluent Life 
Insurance Companies and some of our Mort
gage Bankers. Nobody guarantees small 
businessmen and wage earners anything. 
Money before People seems to be the trend 
in our Government today. We would all be 
far better of if all ceilings on both savings 
and Interest charges were removed also take 
off the guarantees I suspect then some of 
our Banker Money Friends might get down 
to earth. 

Keep up your Good Work. 
Yours, 

0. GooDE. 

POINT PLEASANT, N.J., 
January 1, 1970. 

Hon. WRIGHT PATMAN, 
House of .Representatives, 
Washington, D.O. 

Sra: On December 31, 1969, on channel 
No. 2, WCBB-T.V., New York at seven p.m., 
the newscaster reported that you would in
vestigate the approval of a raise in interest 
rates of V.A. and F.H.A. Loans. This investi
gP.tion I heartily endorse, and if possible 
a reinstatement of the former rates at the 
earliest date. My reasons are basic. I won't 
be able to afford a home for my wife and 
three children. 

In November 1968, I purchased a home at 
the above address with a V.A. approved loan 
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at an annual interest rate of 6 and %%. 
In May of 1969, just two weeks after we had 
moved in, the New Jersey Department of 
Transportation notified me that my home 
would be acquired vo make way for the new 
Lovelandtown Bridge to be built here in 
Point Pleasant. Unfortunately the previous 
ownP.rs neglected to inform us of that fact. 
Since that time, I have begun proceedings to 
purchase another home at 514 Rhode Island 
Avenue, in Brick Town, New Jersey. I have 
alref.dy received cr :Ht approval from the 
F.H.A. Office located in Camden, New JPrsey. 
My problem is that I am st111 waiting to 
hear from the Larson Mortgage Company 
in Freehold, New Jersey. More than likely, 
I expect to hear from them this Monday
January 5th, because by then the new 8'!2% 
increase will become effective on that date. 
It looks as though I am going to be taken 
to the cleaners once again! Thanking you 
in advance on your interest in V.A. and 
F.H.A. rates, I remain, 

"lery truly yours, 
KENNETH D. ENZ. 

ORLANDO, FLA., 
January 1, 1970. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE PATMAN: HOW do 
you tell a member in very high standing in 
the United States Government that he's a 
thief. That is the only word that describes 
someone who steals either for himself or is 
paid to steal for someone else. 

I am referring to the men who raised the 
interest rates on V .A., F.H.A. home buying. 

I used to own my home. I lost it to pay 
medical bills. I only have a V.A eligibillty, 
which expires this July, to purchase another 
one. At present I am trying to buy a home in 
Florida but due to a medical disability I 
can't afford anything except a shack at the 
current prices. 

Now 7'!2% is enough to pay for any home 
at least in my category, but it seems the 
big money men are out to grab every penny 
the poor man is able to earn. 

I know that this investigation either 
will go on and on so it will do me no good 
or you will be shut up for ever trying to 
do the job you are getting paid to do. 

Well I have had my say. so good luck to 
you and your committee. 

A poor U.S. citizen, 
MR. KENNETH DORSEY. 

P.S.-Enclosed is a copy of the article that 
prompted me to write to you. 

[From the Orlando (Fla.) Sentinel, 
Jan. 1, 1970] 

INTEREST BOOST PROBES PLANNED 
W ASHINGTON.-Congressional in vestiga-

tions and legislative action were promised 
Wednesday in the maximum interest rate 
on government-backed home mortgages. 

No action was in sight, however, that 
would prevent the rate from going up next 
Monday to a record 8'!2 percent. The cur
rent rate, in effect only since last Jan. 24, is 
7'12 percent. 

Rep. Wright Patman, D-Tex., chairman 
of the House Banking Committee, de
nounced as "the height of irresponsibllity" 
the increase announced Tuesday by Secre
tary of Housing George Romney. Romney 
said he acted reluctantly, and under the 
pressure of money market conditions. 

Patman said his committee will investi
gate and that he will urge it to act on sev
eral proposals he has pushed, so far unsuc
cessfully, to inject more funds into the mort
gage market and bring interest rates down. 

Sen. William Proxmire, D-Wis., announced 
a series of hearings starting Jan. 14 by a Sen
ate banking subcommittee on bills to in
crease the amount of low cost credit
including housing loans-in poverty areas. 

Patman's office made public estimates, de
scribed as based on FHA figures, that the 
new interest rates will cost a middle-income 

homeowner about $15 a month more in his 
housing outlays. 

These were based on the new FHA-VA 
rate of 8~ percent, plus one-half percent 
insurance, compared with the previous 7'12 
percent plus the same insurance charge. 

To pay off a $20,000 mortgage in 30 years 
at the new rates, Patman's aides said, would 
cost a total of $58,000 in principal and 
interest. 

LOS ANGELES, CALIF., 
January 2, 1970. 

Hon. WRIGHT PATMAN, 
Representative, State of Texas, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE PATMAN: After two 
years of Army life and Army income and sev
eral years of apartment living, my husband 
and I finally found a house we wanted and 
could afford. We were counting on VA 
financing. Now due to the increase in interest 
rates from 7~ to 8'!2 percent we are very 
discouraged and find we may be unable to 
buy this home. 

News stories reporting the new rate have 
also indicating your concern and the pos
sibility of legislative action turning back this 
increase to be initiated by the Banking and 
Currency Committee. I strongly support your 
efforts. 

I understand that the increased interest 
rate may make more money available, but we 
find the cost of borrowing that money has 
become prohibitive. Is there no other way 
to attain the same end? 

Sincerely, 
Mrs. MARGARET T. HICKMAN. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE PATMAN: The recent 
increase to 8'!2% in the interest ceiling on 
home loans is outrageous and we ought to do 
something about it. Only the atfiuent will be 
able to buy homes, the normal working man 
will no longer be able to afford one. The time 
has come for legislation to roll back the 
interest rate. Consideration should be given 
to direct Federal lending, legislation to en
courage mortgage investment by pension 
funds, or put into effect standby credit con
trols recently authorized by Congress. Cur
rent rates increase rather than decrease in
flation. I would appreciate a list of those that 
serve with you on your banking committee. 

Sincerely, 
SEVIO R. GARCIA. 

PHILADELPHIA, PA. 
Hon. WRIGHT PATMAN, 
House Banking Committee, 
washington, D .a. 

MR. PATMAN: Please, please stand up to 
Romney on the business of interest. 

He is using a completely phony excuse for 
raising the interest rate. The real reason 
is pressure from the banking lobby. 

At the expense of young homebuyers, he is 
giving the rich what they wish. 

He is causing the young working man to 
continue to pay rent to the big business land
lord. This is no way to fight infiation! 

The interest rate on the basic necessity of 
housing is so sick. How can it be justified? 
It is the work of irresponsible fiscal puppets. 

Won't you please pursue a course of remedy 
for us, the people who pay all the taxes, yet 
who can't buy a home for their famlly. What 
is this the land of the fee and the home of 
the slave? 

Let's do something. 

Hon. WRIGHT PATMAN, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 

JOHN J. LYONS. 

0XON HILL, MD. 

DEAR Sm: I am aware of your interest in 
the conduct of large financial institutions 
and of your championing of the rights of the 
single individual who has no alternative but 

to accept the terms dictated to him by such 
institutions. Perhaps the facts of my case, 
as set forth below, will be one more bit of 
ammunition which you can use in your long 
running fight to bring a measure of justice 
and equity to the financial market place. 

I signed a sales contract to purchase a 
new home which was in the final stages of 
construction on October 8, 1969, making a 
$1,000 deposit at that time. On October 17 I 
made application for a VA guaranteed loan 
at Colonial Mortgaga Company of Washing
ton, D.C. The loan processing officer at Co
lonial with whom I dealt was incompetent, 
perhaps because of inexperience, and made 
numerous errors which I will not detail here 
but which can be documented. The result of 
these errors was that my loan application was 
not submitted to the VA for approval untll 
December 23, far past the time that settle
ment should have taken place. The VA-to 
their credit, especially during the holiday 
season-processed the loan rapidly and final 
approval was granted on December 31. 

But when I attempted to arrange settle
ment before the effective date of the rise in 
interest rates, January 5, the lender refused 
to cooperate. So now I am faced with the 
prospect of an increase in the payments on 
my new home of $25.00 a month and the 
lender will be some $9,000 richer over the 30 
year life of the mortgage. 

As an employee of the federal government 
(CIA), I deplore the fact that it was the 
decision of a federal official which made such 
a state of affairs possible. I wish you success. 

Sincerely yours, 
JOSEPH TuRNER. 

BOERNE, TEX. 
Hon. WRIGHT PATMAN, 
Banking and Finance Committee, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR MR. PATMAN: It is with some concern 
that this writer has reviewed what has hap
pened to interest rates in the last thirty to 
sixty days. It would appear that the Federal 
Government and indirectly your committee 
has no real abiding concern over the direc
tion of interest rates. Certainly when the 
Government is willing to pay 8% under a 
direct obl1gation of the Treasury and 8'!2% 
and higher through its Federal Agencies 
there can be no result except for continued 
higher interest rates for everyone. President 
Nixon's untimely signing of the Tax Bill and 
Secretary Romney's increasing the F.H.A. 
and V.A. rates to 8~% only increases our 
path towards 10% money. 

I would appreciate your views on what is 
being done and what will be done to halt 
this cycle for certainly the people's propen
sity to spend will have a limit. 

Yours truly, 

M. c. HALL & SONS, 
SANTA CRuz, CALIF., January 5, 1970. 

Hon. WRIGHT PATMAN, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR MR. PATMAN: May I congratulate and 
praise you on the campaign you are mount
ing to ameliorate the interest rate on VA 
& FHA loans. 

Keep up the good work. 
Sincerely, 

M. C. HALL. 

WOODLAND HILLS, CALIF., 
January 2, 1970. 

Hon. WRIGHT PATMAN, 
Chairman, House Banking Committee, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Sm: I am enclosing an article, which 
appeared in our daily Los Angeles Examiner 
paper, regarding the recent raise in Interest 
rates on V.A. Loans. I am glad that some
one is protesting this absurd move which is 
"supposed" to help curb 1n1lation. Unfor
tunately it has hurt us to the extent that 



308 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- HOUSE January 20, 1970 
I feel our government has just "kicked me 
in the teeth." To give a brief explanation 
of our feelings; my husband is a Veteran 
of the Korean Confiict and we have never 
used our V .A. Loan. This past year we have 
been diligently looking for a new home for 
our family. We felt that our present home 
is definitely too small for our present needs. 
My husband is a high school teacher so we 
had to find a home within our budget. After 
a year of searching we found our "dream 
home" at a price we could afford. We had 
many months ago signed the papers for our 
G.I. loan with the Lomas & Nettleton West 
Inc. of L.A. with the understanding it was 
to be at 7112 percent rate. Two days after 
our new home had gone into Escrow we heard 
the news that we would now have to pay 
8¥2 percent which puts our bouse out of our 
price range. We were informed it would mean 
only $26.00 a month more or $320.00 a year 
more. 

As you probably realize Sir, for a couple 
raising a family in this day twenty-six dol
lars a month can be "the straw that breaks 
the camel's back". We have had to give up 
any plans for a new home at this time and 
quite frankly the hopes for a beter new year 
are gone. 

This is the first time I have felt upset 
enough to write anyone in our Government 
but I feel that such an unjust and plain 
ridiculous move is going to "hurt" rather 
than "help" many people who want only to 
make a better life for themselves and help 
build a better community. 

I would appreciate any information on 
whom I can write to, so t hat others may 
know how we feel and perhaps help to get 
this law revised. Thank you for your time 
in reading this letter. I so hope the future 
will be brighter than it looks right now. 

Sincerely yours. 
Mrs. HARVEY BENSON. 

FHA, GI LOAN RATE HIKED TO 8.5 PERCENT 
WASHINGTON.-A boost in the maximum 

interest rate on government-backed housing 
loans takes effect next Monday, but Rep. 
Wright Patman, D-Tex., said today he will 
press for an investigation and legislation to 
offset it. 

Secretary of Housing George Romney an
nounced Tuesday an increase from 7Y2 per· 
cent to 8¥2 percent in the interest ceiling on 
home loans insured by the Federal Housing 
Administration or guaranteed by the Vet
erans Administration. 

Romney, said he was acting reluctantly, 
but that the increase was dictated by market 
conditions. Funds for housing loans have be
come increasingly scarce as general interest 
rates have risen above that figure. 

Patman, chairman of the House Banking 
Committee and a longtime foe of high in
terest rates, called t he increase "the height 
of lrresponsib111ty." 

"This administrat ion, through its encour
agement and acceptance of high interest 
rates, is developing federal housing programs 
only for the affluent," Patman said in a state
ment issued through his office. 

"The administration is apparently intent 
on sending the home buyer out in the market 
to compete with the big corporations, the 
gambling casinos and fastbuck operators for 
available loan funds." 

Patman said he will renew proposals to 
have the Federal Reserve System buy large 
blocks of housing mortgages at rates not 
above 6 percent. An amendment calling for 
such use of $6 billion by the Federal Reserve 
was defeated before Congress adjourned. 

But Patman said, "I am convinced the 
House would have approved this measure had 
the members realized that their constituents 
would be forced to pay a 9 percent interest 
rate in a few short days." 

His mention of 9 percent referred to the 
FHA's insurance charge · of one-half of 1 per-

cent in addit ion to the 8% percent interest 
ceiling. 

Patman said the Banking Committee also 
will give priority attention to proposals for 
a $2 blllion fund !or direct federal lending, a 
national development bank modeled on the 
old Reconstruction Finance Corp., and legis
lation to encourage mortgage investment by 
pension funds. 

The FHA-VA increase is the second within 
a year. The current 7% percent ceiling be
came effective last Jan. 24. 

TROY, MICH., 
January 2, 1970. 

DEAR Sm: I have observed your actions and 
recommendations for some time now. I wish 
t o express my appreciations for your con
cern for we poor voters. It is a very regret
table situation that we are deceived and mis
treated without a cause. George Romney 
made a mess here in Michigan. Now, he is 
trying to make a mess in Washington. Such 
intellectual and reliable men as you is all we 
have to depend on. If you don't help us, the 
country shall be led into destruction, I fear. 
Please help us. I appeal to you with all my 
heart. 

Respect fully yours , 
WILLIAM G. POOL. 

CINCINNATI, OHIO, 
January 3, 1970. 

Hon. WRIGHT PATMAN, 
Chairman, House Banking Committee. 

DEAR MR. PATMAN: The new rise in interest 
rates for FHA Insured loans has now been 
taken up by local Building and Loans. This 
is a very big blow to the Real Estate Business 
from which thousands of citizens earn their 
living, and an extreme hardship for service
men wanting homes and the general public 
in need of homes. Home ownership is an 
American heritage and should be protected 
as such. 

Mr. Patman, the drastic need for investiga
tion exists, not in the interest rates now 
being charge, but in the Point System ap
proved by our government, and the closing 
costs charged by financial institutions. One 
Building and Loan told me the closing cost 
for a $14,500 loan would be $631.00. This was 
for a young ex-marine. No service worth over 
$75 or less is being performed for this added 
$631 closing cost. Could you call this black
mail? Each building and loan wants a differ
ent closing cost--the lowest being 2% of the 
loan. Why and for what service? 

The Point System is the same sort of black
mall. By what right has a lending institution 
the privilege of raking off 10% or more of the 
price a seller gets for his home? 

Mr. Patman what can be done to stop this? 
Is our Congress representing the American 
people and their rights, or must they pay for 
years because the money interests are being 
favored? I doubt this practice is really legal. 

Please try to wipe out the point system and 
set a reasonable legal closing cost, and there
by get this country on the way to prosperity 
for the average citizen and taxpayer. 

Sincerely yours, 
Mrs. MABEL BLACKBURN, 

CREDIT UNION INSURANCE AGENCY, 
Baton Rouge, La., January 2, 1970. 

Hon. WRIGHT PATMAN, 
House Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR MR. PATMAN: Newspaper reports indi
cate that you have undertaken an investiga
tion of increasing interest rates since the 
advent of the new increase in rates on home 
mortgage loans. 

It is to be hoped that you will also con
sider that the application of the "finders fee" 
or brokers fee is used in such a manner as 
to constitute an increase in interest. The ex
cuse, in many instances, for this fee is said 
to be that those companies that feel tha.t they 
are not fully compensated by prevailing in-

terest rates will be more willing· to make 
money available if an advance cash payment 
is made. There may be some justification for 
this practice for loans made under free com
petition by lending institutions. However, 
when loans are guaranteed by the govern
ment this should attain to some value to the 
lender. Since his money carries the signature 
of the government, as it were, it would appear 
that there was less risk and consequently 
these loans should go at lower rates. There 
does prevail some argument that these loans 
are indeed lower in rate but to this must be 
added the advance fee that many companies 
charge. Consequently, it would clea.r the en
tire picture if lenders were required to charge 
only a bonafide interest rate and be required 
to dispense with those additional charges 
that are intended as advance payments to 
offset lower interest charges. There can be 
a.bsolutely no justification for the practice of 
agents dealing in the buying and selling of 
loans to consumers. It goes against the grain 
to learn that a G.I ., for instance, must, as a 
matter of fact, pay a cash premium for his 
government backed loan. 

Whatever the policies of Congress, it is 
generally understood that our economy is 
subject to a degree of control by the applica
tion of interest rates and taxes. If I were per
mitted the choice I would say continue the 
tax and lower the interest rate. It is easier to 
see that some value may accrue from the tax 
but I fail to understand how the economv 
can be aided by high interest rates, especially 
when these rates are intended to apply in the 
areas of food, shelter or clothing. Surely, the 
home loan should receive special considera
tion. 

Your attention here would certainly bene
fit many. It should go without saying that it 
would receive my genuine personal appre
ciation. 

Very truly yours, 
MORRIS MCALLISTEU. 

FREMONT, CALIF., 
January 4, 1970. 

DEAR Sm: We wish to extend our whole
hearted support for your stand against the 
Nixon administration, regarding the 1% in
crease in government insured home loans, 
which was indeed the height of irresponsi
bility. 

If there is anything we can do, please feel 
free to correspond. 

Sincerely, 
Mr. and Mrs. C. E . SMITH, Jr. 

W. D. GRIFFITH & SON, 
Macon, Ga., January 8, 1970. 

Hon. WRIGHT PATMAN, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN PATMAN: As a realtor 
and mortgage banker, I am heartily in ac
cord with the plan you have advanced of 
having the Federal Reserve System buy 
home mortgages at no more than 6%. I am 
as outraged as you at the high interest rate 
and definitely believe that .this usurious rate 
is brought about by the greed of big busi
.ness and banks. 

Thank you for your attention. 
Very truly yours, 

ARTHUR GRIFFITH, Jr. 

RIVERSIDE, CALIF., 
January 2, 1970 

Hon. WRIGHT PATMAN, 
Chairman, House Banking Committee, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Sm: In our local newspaper we read 
an article concerning an investigation of the 
new hike in home loan rates. This new hike 
has deeply distressed. our family. We are 
truly middle class Americans who are now 
unable to afford a decent home of our own. 
Both my husband and I have been teaching 
for about 20 years because we enjoyed help
ing our youth. Last year we went to Greece 
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at one-fourth our salary to help out in the 
educational system there. We sold our home 
confidently sure that we could afford a 
slightly larger one to house our family when 
we returned. Now, in only one year, the 
house we were prepared to purchase has gone 
up 10,000 and interest from 2 to 3 % . 

While we were in Greece we all dreamed of 
the day we could return to our American way 
of life. In one year our way of life is defi
nitely threatened. We are now wondering if 
perhaps we should have become money lend
ers rather than humanitarians. Please don't 
let this happen to middle Americans. 

Sincerely, 
Mrs. GEORGE LONDOS. 

Hon. WRIGHT PATMAN, 

OAK PARK, III., 
Janua1·y 6, 1970. 

Chairman, House Banking Committee, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SIR: Last year when you wanted to 
put a ceiling on interest rates, I meant to 
write and express my suppvrt for the maxi
mum interest rate. Now, with Mr. Romney's 
proposed 8~% FHA and VA interest rates, 
I feel compelled to write and give my sup
port to your opposition. 

Your opposition to Mr. Romney's proposal 
gives me a spark of hope that there are still 
people in government who are not willing 
to take the easy cop out by appeasing the 
lobbyist; and, thereby, destroy the general 
public, as in this case. 

I ask you, how can interest rates go down 
when large corporations continue to borrow 
large sums of money from banking institu
tions at ever increasing rates? I also ask, 
how can mortage rates go down if the fed
eral government puts its stamp of approval, 
so to speak, on this new subsidized rate? 

A more realistic means of curbing rising 
interest rates is to reavaluate small, short
term loans such as automobile loans, credit 
card and bank card loans, charge accounts, 
etc. A mortgage loan for the majority of the 
populace is a life-time commitment; where
as, an automobile loan is for only three 
years. How can a young family or a retired 
couple on a fixed income see any hope in 
the future for a better way of life when 
they are burdened by the ever rising interest 
rates tied to mortgages and hidden in high 
rents? 

I support your stand on this matter and 
hope you will not be swayed from it. 

Very truly yours, 
CHARLES E. ST. GEORGE. 

ELMONT, N.Y., 
January 6, 1970. 

Hon. WRIGHT PATMAN, 
House Of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 

SIR: Although I realize that you are an 
extremely busy man, I sincerely hope that 
you will find time to give this letter your 
attention, and perhaps, be of some needed 
assistance. 

Back in March, 1969, my husband and I 
signed a Contract to Purchase a new house 
with an FHA mortgage. At that time, the 
interest rate was a total of 8%. The house 
sold for $24,000 and although my husband 
earns sUghtly over $11,000, we were for
tunate (?) in getting approval. The builder 
was hoping for a July 15th closing, then 
it was postponed until August. Thereafter, 
he hit innumerable delays with the county 
and other officials, and we were proxnised 
delivery for September-then October-then 
November-and finally, without fail, prior 
to Christmas. Then the local lighting com
pany did not hook up the house as it was 
supposed to, and we were promised de
livery would be the first week in January. 
Now it is hoped for the middle of this month, 

·providing his attorney is back from vaca
tion. 

In the interim, the FHA announced last 
week that they were raising the interest 
rates to 9 % total! How may I ask does a 
middle-class man afford those rates? We are 
not businessmen, organizations, company, 
or corporation. We have no children and we 
were just able to squeeze through with my 
working part time to be able to afford the 
8 % rate. The additional 1% means that we 
will have to pay almost $17 more per month! 
This is completely unrealistic and outra
geous? Maybe upper-class citizens and big 
business can afford these rates, but surely 
not the middle-man! Furthermore, we were 
prepared to buy back in July, and because 
of the delays beyond our control, I do not 
think it is warranted for us being penalized 
by this exorbitant increase. How can our 
dream of being a homeowner materialize 
what with the prices skyrocketing far be
yond our pocketbook today, or tomorrow? 
We must go through with this deal because 
if we don't, I fear that we shall never see 
our dream come true. 

Although you are an elected official from 
the State of Texas, and I am a resident of 
New York, I sincerely hope that yo,~ might be 
of some assistance to me since we are all 
Americans. 

Last week I read in the New York Times 
that you were madder than heck about this 
latest increase (a total of 2 % since President 
Nixon took office) and that you were pre
paring to ask Congress for an investigation of 
this exorbitant increase. I sincerely hope that 
you will be successful in your efforts. Some
one must take up the cause of the middle
class citizen and see to it that he does not 
be put in a position of competing with cor
porations, etc. They may be able to afford 
9 % , but not the man on the street! 

Good luck in your effort, and thank you 
for whatever assistance you can offer me. 

Sincerely, 
BEVERLY BAYNE. 

AUSTIN, TEX., 
Jan·uary 6, 1970. 

Hon. WRIGHT PATMAN, 
HottSe of Representatives, 
Washington, D.O. 

DEAR MR. PATMAN: You have my unquali
fied support for your House Bill No. 13939 
directing the Federal Reserve Board to pur
chase FNMA obligations, and any other 
measures that you can think of that would 
stem the unconscionable rise in interest 
rates. 

For your information, the discount on an 
8~% government backed GI or FHA loans 
was being quoted at from 5 to 5~ points in 
Austin today. Mortgage company representa
tives predict that they will be higher. 

Congress must do something to get in
terest rates at a level where a willing home 
owner can afford to buy. 

Keep up the good work. 
Sincerely, 

SIDNEY s. SMITH. 

DETROIT, MICH., 
Jan·uary 4, 1970. 

Hon. WRIGHT PATMAN, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR MR. PATMAN: You are quoted in an 
Associated Press story, release date, Tuesday, 
January 6th, as saying, "This adininistration, 
through its encouragement and acceptance of 
high interest rates, is developing Federal 
housing programs only for the atnuent." This 
is a referral to George Romney's recent lifting 
of the ceiling on interest rates to eight-and-a 
half per cent. You call it nine per cent. 

Undoubtedly, the average man straddled 
with a mortgage, or those yearning for a 
home, just do not comprehend the workings 
of bankers, mortgage rates, and points. They 
are victims. 

Romney is quoted in the story as saying 
he "hopes bankers will now lower the dis-

count rates, or points they charge for mort
gage loans." Now, you know full well this is 
just not going to happen. 

You are going to investigate, the story says, 
and you call it the "height of irresponsibility" 
and you are gc ·::1g to come up with legislation 
to offset the rise. It's high time. I wonder 
where you've been the past decade during 
which the cost of money to buy a house has 
gone up nine times! 

Perhaps, you can't do much with George 
Romney, except react. I hope your reaction 
is to the benefit of the citizens of the country 
. .. and not the lending institutions now im
personalized by computers. 

Forlornly, 
LOUIS J. MILLER. 

PHOENIX, ARIZ., 
January 3, 1970. 

DEAR MR. PATMAN: For the second time 
since May of 1968, the government has raised 
the interest rates after I had already pur
chased a house. Both times I will have had 
to pay more than I had anticipated. I an
ticipated, over the next thirty years, this 
will increase the cost of my house by some 
$6,000. I realize this amount is not great to 
members of Congress. After all it just voted 
itself about a $12,000 raise to just show 
up, three days a week about 6 months a 
year and then not do anything while they 
are in session. I have heard that because 
Congress couldn't be bothered about passing 
the appropriations bills, it cost the taxpayer 
about 4 billion dollars. If that figure was 
cut in half and had not been taken out of 
the money market by the government, some 
2 billion dollars would have been available 
for other uses. If only 1 billion dollars of 
this foul up had gone to the Housing mar
ket some 40,000 houses or over 2~% of the 
estimated 1969 housing starts could have 
been financed. What does Congress do to 
deserve $42,500 a year? 

This increase in interest rates is going to 
stop many families from purchasing a house. 
Buying a house is usually cheaper then rent
ing an apartment. But there is no income 
lixnitation on renting. All you have to do is 
pay-with an increase each year. If I had to 
rent in Phoenix, it would cost about $300 a 
month for a nice apartment. Yet a house 
would only cost about $200 a month if you 
could qualify for a loan. Now the government 
is going to decrease new housing and increase 
indirectly the cost of renting due to a higher 
demand. Most areas have a 0% vacancy 
rate now and with fewer housing starts al
most all areas will not have housing avail
able. Will the U.S. turn into a Russian hous
ing market--only 1 or 2 rooms per family. It 
appears that this is governmental policy. 

The policy of both Presidents Johnson 
and Nixon is to allow or raise interest ra-tes 
to levels which in my opinion are usury in 
effect. What kind of policy is this advocation 
of usury by the government. School bonds, 
State governments can't borrow long-term 
money to take care of their people. 

I have disagreed with some of your posi
tions concerning banking institutions, but I 
wholeheartedly support your stand against 
the interest increase. I think its wrong and 
immoral. I think in the long run it will be 
very harmful to the United States. 

I also think Congress could do more to re
duce infiation then it has. If it would use 
some restraint in spending, which it never 
has, and then force President Nixon to re
duce the budget, infiation can be controlled. 
But for the Executive to reduce the budget 
and for Congress to spend money as if they 
made it themselves will never work. 

Sincerely, 
STEVEN c. JOHNSON. 

PROSPECT HEIGHTS, ILL., 
January 4, 1970. 

REPRESENTATIVE WRIGHT PATMAN: Due to a 
company transfer, I am in the process of buy-
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Jng .a house 1n Dallas, with a F .B.A. insured 
loan. 

I though I was buying it at 7Y:z % interest, 
but it now turns out to be 8 Y:z %. 

We urge you to contest this inflationary in
crease of home interest rates which makes 
it very difiicult for a working man to buy and 
pay for a house. At least it appears that we 
should be able to purchase it at the interest 
rate which was current when the loan was 
applied for it seems. 

Your respectful servant, 
Bn.L TOWNSEND. 

TuRNER CORP., 
Tulsa, Okla., January 6, 1970. 

Hon. WRIGHT PATMAN, 
Chairman, House Banking Committ ee, Wash

ington, D.C. 
DEAR CONGRESSMAN PATMAN: You are COr• 

rect! The interest rate hike in FHA-VA loans 
of 8%% is the "'height of irresponsibility". 

.I hope your investigation wm be success
ful 1n curtailing spiraling interest rates. 
such incr~ases only serve to stimulate infla
tionary fires as you know quite well. 

The .FNMA prices announced yesterday for 
residential loans are reported at 95.34 less 
p & M fee and stock purchase requirements. 
Thus~ the net price is lower.ed on the first 
offering to this dastardly low figure. 

.~.ret us compare the .same pricing formula 
of F.NMA u Df Nov.ember 18, 1969, at the 
7%'% ra.te then existing. The price then re
pm-ted was 95.2.6 less the same ~ees of above. 
This is -a '9().-day weighted average price. 

So. it appears the increase in the rate has 
not produced the intended results in a period 
.eo ering ·onlY 46 days with the higher r.ate 
of }'2'%. 

Th.a.1ik y.on lfor trying oo do something. 
Sincerely yours, 

SEQtTOYAH A. iPEJUtY, 
President. 

SPlliNGFJ:iLD, Mo. 

Re: Home loa relief. 
Ron. WIRIGH'l' PATMAN, 

January 6, 1970. 

ChaiT7TUUJ,, House Banking Committee,. Wash
ington. D#C. 

DEAlt CoNGRESSMAN PATMAN: It was indeed 
eD.CGur.aging to read in the .news yesterday 
that you were planning legislation along the 
lines (i)f the old H.O.L.C. which came to the 
aid ef thousands of home owners that were 
on the verge of losing their homes to mort
gage hollllexs. 

It does not t .ake a genius to detect that 
we are being bel\ded down that same lane 
again with Go:vernment guarantees now at 
8.5 percent and the going :figure stauding 
arouncl 10 percent. 

The Nixon administration seems reluctant 
to do anything but put the brakes on the 
money and tighten the noose until the pa
tient is prDuonced immobile and groggy. 

I suggest we let the Bankers, mortgage 
compa.nies and short loan cOinpa.nies con
tinue With their easy credit loans fo.r the 
usual consumer .merchandise. 

When it com:es to Housing fo.r the masses 
of 1>ur low and middle income iamilies we 
certainly must have direct Governm.ent loans 
at pre war levels for all of our City and 
Rural one family units. 

These loans should not be available to pro
moters o.r any other individual that can 
qualify for a home in excess of a p.rlce range 
say around $l!5,000. 

The day such relief becomes a reality you 
will immediately see the home building busi
ness get back on its feet and the people who 
.are being trapped in Mobile Homes, which are 
nothing more than Ghettos, will thank all 
who made their freedom possible. 

For your information: I am not an appli
cant for any home loan. I am a retired home 
builder and I can see the evils being caused 
by denying our people the right of home 
ownership. The highrise and the Mobilehome 
will only ald delinquency. 

Sincerely yours, 
J. E. HOLLIDAY. 

SPRING, TEx. 
January 6, 1970. 

Hon. WRIGHT PATMAN, 
House Banking Committee, 
Washington, D.O. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE PATMAN: I am writ
ing to let you know my feelings concerning 
the increase of the FHA and VA interest 
rates. It is my understanding that you are 
protesting the .increase of these rates. The 
situation in our family may lend support to 
your opposition of this inflationary step 
taken by Mr. Romney and the Nixon Admin
istration. 

My husband was transferred by his com
pany in the early Fall of this year from 
Oklahoma City to Houston, Texas. We owned 
a four bedroom home in Oklahoma City of 
price 1.mder $20,000.00. Our payments were 
$148.00 per month with loan at 6 % interest. 
In looking at houses in Houston we could 
find nDthing comparable, especially in a four 
bedroom home. I might explain that my hus
band has his office at home, adding this fact 
to our having children of both sexes, a .four 
bedroom home is no luxury for us. We found 
we were going to be very fortunate to find 
a home in a desirable area With four bed
rooms for anything under $30,000.00. 

We did find a builder in a new area who 
could build a four bedroom house for less 
than $30,000.'00. He also would honor a VA 
loan, which my husband had never needed 
until this time. We made our decision to 
apply for the VA loan and pay down $300.00 
and sign a contract to purchase this particu
lar house, with VA loan interest at 7¥2 %. We 
moved our family into an apartment, even 
though at great Inconvenience, 1n order to 
be able to purchase a house comparable to 
the one we had and be able to get a 7% 
loan. Our VA loan was approved the 19th of 
December, 1969. The house was begun the 
following Monday. We were dismayed to hear 
the announcement of the increase of the 
percentage of Interest on the loan. We felt 
certain we would receive the 7Y:z% rate inas
much as our loan had been approved prior 
to the Interest hike. The VA Houston office 
advised us to the contrary. 

Our situation at this time is we find we are 
obligated now to buy a house we cannot 
really aifo.rd since the interest ls hiked. Is 
there no way the person struggling to stay 
current can do so'? .People like us who are 
subject to transfer are finding that we are 
going backward instead of forward. We can
not bold onto the homes and low interest 
rates we once had. To keep our jobs and try 
to improve ourselves we accept moves only to 
find we are penalized because of high interest 
rates. 

I might also add that we hesitate to put 
down $5,000 or $7,000 o.r $10,000 dollars in a 
bouse as we alway.s have to ask ourselves, 
"Will we be able to .sell it in 2 or 5 or 7 years 
when we are again transferred?" Our com
pany does not buy houses when they move 
their employees. 

A commercial loan (conventional) on a 
house will guarantee the rate of interest 
when one first applies for it providing the 
house is finished and the loan closed within 
six months. Why is this not the case with VA 
and FHA? 

We are following with interest your pro
posal of a National Development Bank:. Some
one has to lend a hand to the poo.r fellow who 
is just trying to keep his head above water. 

Thank you for your attention. 
Sincerely, 

Mrs. Wn..LXA:M WoLLENHAUPT. 
A footnote: Though I am a trained teach

er, I have never joined the labor market as 
I feel my services are more valuable at home, 
supervising my children. Our young people 
need more mothers to stay home and know 
what they are doing. 

REPRESENTATIVE PATMAN: Everytime I read 
about you in the newspaper, my admiration 
grows. 

I do hope you will ~ontinue your efforts to 
protect the public from the banking in
dustry. 

We are in the process of obtaining an FHA 
loan. Since we already had to agree to pay 
$1,500 more than the original price in order 
for the seller to pay the eight points now 
demanded on a loan, you can imagine our 
dismay when the FHA rate was raised to 8Y:! 
percent. 

We expect to pay an investor a fair return 
for the use of his money, but we very much 
resent being subjected to usury in order to 
buy a necessity, a decent home for our 
family. 

Many of the middle-income group feel 
that expecting our elected representatives 
to defend us against wealthy special in
terests is an exercise in futility. You seem to 
be an exception, an honest and courageous 
man. 

Being a California resident, I regret that 
I cannot express my gratitude at the polls, 
but I want you to know that your efforts are 
very much appreciated. 

Mrs. CAROLE GREENE. 

STEPHENVn.LE, TEx., 
January 7, 1970. 

Hon. WRIGHT PATMAN, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR MR. PATMAN: The Writer is quite con
cerned with interest rates. In my section of 
the country, especially the older people have 
a large percentage oi their money in banks 
and Savings & Loan Associations drawing 
4 .and 5 percent. When the borrower borrows 
it, he pays 8 and 1D percent. I would like an 
expression from you as to why these two 
cannot be drawn closer together~ 
~ am awar.e that the banking industry 1s 

a "hard gang.. to do anything With more 
especially when the .are getting "fat" as they 
seem to be doing now. 

My banker tells me that the .rate on sav
ings is :fixed by law, but the lending rates 
seem "hog-wild." 

May I please hear from you? 
Sincerely, 

0. V.KING. 

NORTH HOLLYWOOD.., CALIF. 
DEAR WIUGHT PATMAN; I'm trying to help 

in my small way. Here is my latest effort. 
Keep up the good work.. 
You .are .a rare bird in high places. 

Sincerely, 
HASKELL H. GLENN. 

JANUARY 7, 1970. 
Hon. GEORGE ROMNEY, 
Secretary, Housing and Urban Development, 

Washington, D.O. 
DEAR MR. ROMNEY: In case you think I'm 

a Democrat or some kind of crank, you should 
know that I contributed ~ very small amo1.mt 
of cash to your campai-gn even before you 
declared to run for President. 

I thought tbat any man who grew from 
childhood the way you did and the success 
you made in business plus your bright and 
personable wife, would make an excellent 
leader of our country. 

Your recent quote, "We are in the midst 
of the most sev.ere bousing shortage since 
WDrld War II, because of lack of mortgage 
money ... " etc .... etc .... appalled me 
and many of my associates 

We a11 know that Vietnam is the reason 
that there is no money arm.md for anything 
constructive. There seems to be plenty for de
struction, though. 

The small home buyer who is now goin. ~ 
to pay approximately $200.00 P II & P / I on a 
$20,000.00 loan to buy a 3 bedroom, 1 bath 
house is priced out of the market. 

How many G.I.'s are going to qualify for 
sueh a loan at 8¥2 %? How m1Uly non G.I.'s 
can qualify 1'or this same house under F.H.A. 
terms at 8Y:z % plus ¥:! % ? The answer is 
maybe 1 out of 100, and that 1 family 

.. 
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wouldn't be satisfied to live in a $20,000.00 
home. 

You are quoted as saying that you signed 
the bill, "with great reluctance." 

Mr. Romney, we expect more of men such 
as yourself. If you had stood your ground 
and said, "When I returned from my visit to 
Vietnam before the last election and talked 
of brain-washing and was severely criticized 
and even ridiculed; I should never have re
tracted." 

"Now I am more convinced than ever, that 
if we are to win back our country and build a 
good society for our youth, revive building 
of homes, hospitals, schools and all those 
domestic needs that we must have to give our 
people including the slum dwellers, the will 
to live, we must end the Vietnam debacle 
today! Then if we use only %, of our former 
military outlay for domestic needs, we could 
reduce taxes, eliminate the excise tax, and 
allow the economy to free-wheel. Mr. Rom
ney, if you would stand up on your hind legs 
and it cost you your job, you might not be 
our next President, but you would be in 
"Profiles of Courage." 

That's what we expect of men like you and 
Finch. You are the kind of men that can give 
the youth of the land and the world the 
kind of future to which they are entitled. 

If you watch the "points" situation in our 
present home financing situation, you will 
note that they usually drop after every inter
est raise and then return stealthily in the 
night back to where they were. "Points, are 
an out and out gouge on the part of the 
greedy banking establishment and are abso
lutely unjustified, hurts the little man ir
reparably and are inflationary for many rea
sons. 

We are now asking sellers of G.I. and F.H.A. 
homes to pay 9 "points." Do you know that 
just today I was offered a loan of $16,800.00 
on a $23,900.00 sales price by a Savings and 
Loan at 9Y2 % and they want 3Y2 points plus 
$50. 

How does this help the small home buyer? 
How does this stem inflation? 
How does this help the unemployed? 
How does this help the construction busi

ness (the backbone of America's economy}? 
Here are some direct quotes from the L.A. 

Times of January 2, 1970: 
Mr. Art Neelley, loan officer at California 

Federal S/L Assn., said, "the increase won't 
improve the mortgage situation much. We 
just don't have the money to loan no matter 
what the ceiling. I think the long range ef
fect will be to push up interest rates on con
ventional loans., 

Mr. Louis Barba, acting president of the 
Nat'l Ass'n of Home Builders, termed the in
crease "regrettable" and called on President 
Nixon to initiate credit controls. Most home
builders contend that spiraling interest rates 
have pushed the cost of homes beyond the 
reach of most buyers. (My emphasis.} The 
G.I. buyer will be completely out of the 
market, not for just the present, but for years 
and years to come. 

I admit that if I were in your position, 
subject to all the strains and stresses of 
public office, I, too, could not please all the 
people all the time; therefore, be it under
stood that you have to do what you have to 
do for the majority, not the few. Here are a 
few possibilities: 

1. The country should set aside under your 
department a huge fund of 6% money for 
the exclusive purpose of financing housing of 
all kinds under $20,000.00 per family. This 
would include mobile homes, single and mul
tiple dwellings, urban & country, living and 
recreation. 

This fund should be limitless so long as 
the supervision as to where it is used is rigid. 
In other words, the llm.it should be when 
every family in America is in a good clean 
home, housed by a family that can afford to 
pay the overhead, send their children to 
schools as far as their brains and will propels 

them, enjoy a few. weeks vacation annually 
and generally live the good life. 

2. We here in California have what we call 
the state financed Cal-Vet Loan for veterans 
who have either resident-enlisted in Cali
fornia or who were born in California. 

The maximum Cal-Vet Loan is $20,000.00 
and the present interest rate is 4%, % . The 
only thing wrong with the picture is there 
are no funds. - When and if they get new 
funding, the waiting list is so long that those 
who applied a year ago will just be getting 
their application. 

My suggestion is that every state should 
have such a plan to reward their native sons 
and the Federal Gov't should provide such 
funds on some kind of equitable arrangement 
with the State's doing the administering. All 
political consideration should be eliminated; 
and thus the money made available by the 
unlimited reservoir mentioned above would 
be a way of the entire nation rewarding 
veterans. 

Is the above plan too simple to work? 
Is the above plan too devoid of political 

hanky panky to go into effect now instead 
of awaiting a Democratic President or a Re
publican Congress and/or Senate? 

In my opinion, if this bill were properly, 
simply drawn by your agency, No President or 
Legislative body would dare to defeat it. 

Respectfully, 

Mr. GEORGE :..~OMNEY, 

HASKELL H. GLENN. 

PAPILLION, NEBR., 
January 7, 1970. 

Department of Housing and U1·ban Develop
ment, 

Washington, D.C. 
DEAR Sm: I was utterly dismayed to learn 

that you have raised the interest rate on 
FHA and VA backed mortgages from 7V2 
to 8¥2 per cent. 

The cost of Eving continues to sky-rocket, 
with the cost of housing increasing about 8 
per cent per year-and you further aggra
vate the situation by raising the cost of 
money to buy houses already inflationary 
priced. Your action causes one to question 
the sincerity of the administration's concern 
in stemming inflation. 

The building industry, savings and loan 
associations, certain members of Congress, 
and all persons who must now either ter
minate plans to buy a new house or resign 
themselves to the fact that this action 
will result in a substantial increase in pay
ments, are opposed to the increase. 

It appears to me that less people are now 
going to qualify for FHA or VA support and 
that the only ones who might benefit from 
the increase are investors. The consumer (in 
this case the house buyer} again has been 
disregarded by those who should be con
cerned with his welfare. 

I urge you to consider the plight of the 
consumer and reverse your decision to raise 
interest rates. I would appreciate a response. 

Sincerely, 
W. G. WOMACK. 

LAWNDALE ESCROW Co., 
Lawndale, Calif., January 8, 1970. 

Hon. WRIGHT PATMAN, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Sm: Enclosed is a copy of a letter 
we have addressed to Honorable George Rom
ney which we feel deserves serious consid
eration from your office as to the problems 
involved. 

Sincerely, 
H. M. SHERMAN, 

President. 

LAWNDALE ESCROW Co., 
Lawndale, Calif., January 8, 1970. 

Hon. GEORGE ROMNEY, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Sm: This is a letter of strong protest 
about the effect of the tight money that now 

exists and which has been recently pyramided 
by the 1 % increase in interest on FHA and 
VA loans. · 

I am speaking from 15 years experience 
in Los Angeles County in the Escrow busi
ness, packaging and presenting these loans 
through our good lenders to VA and FHA 
with never a. question as to accuracy of in
formation upon which a good credit analysis 
could be reached, or any inaccurate or false 
information presented. And this covers over 
8,000 loans during that period. 

At the ground floor, I know what the ur
gent need is for reasonable housing which 
has been increasingly more difficult to 
achieve for the average buyer. 

Before the 1% increase in interest rate, 
we have been looking at 8 Y2 to 9 Y2 points to 
the seller, representing a discount to attract 
loan funds. This has driven many potential 
sellers out of the market--for instance, a 
$20,000.00 sale at 9 points ($1,800.00} in 
points, 6 % Real Estate commission, prepay
ment bonus on the existing loan, title and 
escrow costs results in a cost to the seller 
of around $3,800.00 and many owners just 
do not have that much equity. So these 
homes are no longer on the market. 

Knowing that from a yield basis for each 
%, % increase in interest rate the points 
should drop by 2; you may have expected 
the points to go to 1 Y2 to 3-but what is the 
result on January 5th? 5 to 6 points! And 
7Y2% loans are looking at 13 to 15 points
these deals being made in good faith, but 
which the lender cannot close-and you 
should be able to imagine the utter con
fusion and bitter resentment which this sit
uation creates. 

Federal National Mortgage Association had 
allocated on January 5th $120,000,000.00 and 
they received bids of more than $700,000,-
000.00. 

The answer is a need for money in the 
mortgage market. 

Five years ago, the insurance companies 
were creating a market for these loans. They 
are no longer attracted to residential financ
ing of any sort--all stemming from the orig
inal increase to 7Y2 % of the prime interest 
rate. Their money is going in to high rise, 
shopping centers etc., with a piece of the ac
tion or on a partnership basis. And theoret
ically you can't blame them with the Govern
ment offering over 8 % in treasury notes and 
Triple A bonds going at over 9 % yield. 

Today FNMA is almost the only source for 
this type of loan financing, for all lenders are 
looking for the best yield. So today we have 
this situation: 

1. Rentals are at an increasingly high cost 
and the vacancy factor is practically nil and 
rents are bound to increase. 

2. Sellers with reasonable equity cannot 
afford to sell. 

3. Buyers find it difficult to qualify for the 
loan required. For instance: a sale at $20,-
000.00 plus $40.00 a month for taxes and in
surance creates payments of $200.00 a month, 
which means the buyer should be making 
$800.00 per month clear. We doubt if VA or 
FHA will relax their credit requirements for 
this boy to qualify. 

4. Banks and Savings and Loan Associations 
remain at 4 % to 5 % interest paid to deposi
tors, but are now charging from 9 to 10 % and 
up to 18% for loans. Those few that have 
loan funds available are getting rich, but 
most lenders are out of funds, and if not, 
they will be after the reinvestment period 
through January lOth, because of perhaps 
Treasury notes at 8% interest. Do you not 
thlnk this could have tragic results to these 
institutions? And to our overall economy? 

Thanks to your economic advisers, who 
cannot see the forest because of the trees, we 
are at an all time high inflationary period. It 
is almost impossible to go back, but at least 
there can be no good reaso:J. for this spiral to 
continue. Why not: 

1. Propose legislation prohibiting any in-
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stitutional lender from participating in the 
action or b-ecoming a limited partner, as a 
condition for making a loan. 

2. Roll back the prime interest rate charged 
by banks. Use persuasion to keep their rates 
down. 

3. Bring pressure to bear upon unions, 
merchandisers and governmental agencies, 
including school districts, to resist pressure 
for spiraling wage increases. 

4. Provide adequate money to FNMA to 
keep the points at a reasonable level so that 
deserving people can buy homes, which so 
many people desperately need. 

If not, I certainly can see no alternative 
except wage and price controls, for we are 
now at a most dangerous level. 

Sincerely, 
H. M. SHERMAN, 

President. 

FREMONT, CALD'., 
January 6, 1970. 

DEAR MR. PA'l'MAN: Many are uptight, most 
upset a.nci distraught over this recent in
crease in interest rate from 7Y2 to BY:! %. The 
government is yielding to the demands of 
the lending institutions. This increase is a 
great lnjusti<:e to the general public. Hous
ing is a vital necessity of life, therefore the 
public is forced to pay any rate set or live In 
the street. Likewise when rents are increased 
a tenant must pay o.r go In the street. This 
high interest has forced rents up as much as 
50% in just the past three years and rents 
are still going up. As it is now people .cannot 
qualify for new home loans and building has 
come to a standstill. Housing is critical. How 
is this Interest increase that is being applied 
to a vital necessity of life going to hold down 
infiation? The public is forced to pay what
ever is asked, they don't have the choice of 
just cutting down. It should be illegal. This 
is worse than a monopoly. 

The real in.fi.ation is developing with credit 
being extended for new cars, boats, TVs, and 
all the non-essential credit card purchases. 
This has been .a banner year for the mer
chants and the credit card business. 

Even with this increase in F.H.A. mortgage 
interest .rates the banks will continue to 
.hoard their deposits for the higher paying 
cmrunercial loa.n.s and credit card business. 
This pays them a yield of 18% from the con
sumer plus .another 4% from the merchant. 
Why .should they tie their funds up with 
long term real estate loans? As long as 
P .N.M.A. will buy the loans the banks !::are 
less about tying up their funds. However 
-they enjoy collecting the origination fees 

! ~-% .and the servicing fees when they origi
nate the loans that are subsequently sold to 
P.N.M.A. 

A solution. 
If the government really wants to attr.act 

more funds iDto .real estate and stop the in
:B.ation then wh.y not increJJ.Se the a..Zlowa.ble 
ra.te of 'interest tlux.t the ba.nks and saving.s 
a.nd. IDan.s companies are permitted to pay 
the depositors. Let the public that has the 
money share in the profits and they will be 
inclined to save rather then spend. 

Another item that is stifiing the supply 
and construction of housing is the excessive, 
confiscatory property taxes and capital gains 
taxes. Specifically the recapture of depre
ciation as ordinary income taxes. The inves
tors prGfit is being choked to a nil. The econ
omy is now at the breaking point, revolt is 
developing and a back-fire of stagnation 
and building recession is taking over. 

Rent subsidies and low interest supple
ment programs aren't the answer. It only 
makes higher taxes but what 1s worse it is 
causing those that might be willing to make 
it on their own to stop trying and become 
goldbrickers. Why make it financially better 
for one to stay in the lower income bracket 
so Big Uncle can dole it out. The man's :pride 
is stified and incentive is taken away. 

Many honest ·and conscientious Americans 
want the chance to buy their own home or 
pay their own way in a fair and just rental 
market. There are still many investors that 
are willing to invest in multi-rental build
ings, if the profits weren't being choked 
down so low. The costs of materials, labor, 
and land are all relative to supply and de~ 
mand. The unions help to keep the purchas~ 
ing power in balance with living costs and 
housing is a living cost. However, property 
taxes and interest rates are not relative, 
they are the unbalancing forces that has 
brought about the present housing shortage 
and inflated rents. What investor will build 
or invest in a large multi-rental building if 
all the profits and equity is lost to taxes and 
interest? The only way the investor can in
vest or build is to increase the rents. 

The person that would normally buy can 
no longer qualify for the loans so he is 
forced to pay the higher rent. On goes the 
inflation .. How is higher interest rates a.nd 
greater taxes going to keep rents down? This 
is infiation in its worse sense because it is 
.hitting the public with an increased cost of 
living that is a vital necessity and one that 
the public is forced to pay even if it takes 
their full pay check. 

Another solution. 
Stocks and bonds are sold on the open 

market. Why not create an exchange through 
which F.H.A. and V .A. insured mortgages 
can be bough.t and sold on the open mar
ket? At present F.N.M.A. 1s set up to buy 
and sell mortgages from .only the lending 
institutions. Why not let the general public 
in on some of these high interest yielding 
mortgages? 

If one deposits money with the bank the 
highest interest he can .receive is 5%. With 
these deposits the bank makes additional 
commercial loans which only furthers in
fiation. Many that .are not .satisfied with 
this 5 % interest because of the 6 or 7% in
fiation are forced to .spend the money for 
things they really do not need. Some will 
buy over-priced real estate hoping to beat 
the inflation. Others buy over-priced stocks, 
thereby augmenting the in:flation even 
more. 

Why not have F.N.M.A. serve as a clearing 
or exchange center to buy and sell a m:ort
gage from the general pubZic as bonds and 
stocks are solcL1 Aiso trust funds and pen
sion plans should be allowed to buy these 
mortgages that ha"Ve government guaran
tees. 

Wouldn't it make sense for a widow with 
.some $25,000..00 or more that she just re
ceived from an Insurance claim to buy an 
existing mortgage like she can buy bonds 
or stocks? She could have a regular mnnthly 
1ncome from the payments and Teceive max
imum interest returns. With F.N.M.A:s 
guarantee to repurcb'B.Se this mnrtgage then 
she could have liquidity in case of an emer
gency, With no iisk as the loan is guaran
-teed by F.H.A. or V.A. 

No longer would people be forced to buy 
infiated stocks that are a risky investmeni 
that might take a nose-dive overnight, or 
buy real estate they don't need or care to 
manage as a hedge against intlation. Why 
shouldn't a private party be privileged to 
invest in a mortgage that has an F .H.A. or 
V.A. guarantee? Why does one have to give 
his money to a lending Institution or bank 
at 5% only for the b'ank to put it back out 
on commercial loans at 18 to 24% returns? 
The mortgage loan institutions claim that 
8V2 % interest isn't enough. They refuse to 
make real esta"te loans unless the loan has 
been diseounted 5, 6, or even 9 points. 

Still another solution. 
Instea~ of increasing the interest rates 

why not make the 'interest earned on resi
dential mortgages income tax free? The 
homeowner is allowed to deduct his interest 
paid. Why not allow the lender to earn in
terest from mortgages without having to 

pay an income tax? This would attract 
money into the housing market and without 
increasing the "'tax~s; nor would it stifle the 
individuals incentive and pride with greater 
doles or subsidies. 

Also by funneling larger amounts of mon
ey directly into mortgages it will reduce de
posits that banks are now using for com
mercial and credit card loans which only 
create a greater inflation. A check on credit 
card buying will show that it is running 
rampant. 

If the mortgage money supply were in
creased and the interests and taxes were re
duced, building would get a real shot in 
the arm and this critical housing shortage 
would start diminishing. If interest and taxes 
are not lowered the housing shortage will 
continue to get worse, and rents will soar 
higher. Peo.ple just cannot qualify for home 
loans and pay this high interest and the 
increased income and property taxes. They 
are being forced to rent and pay whatever 
is demanded. On goes the Inflation. High
er interest and taxes on real estate just is 
not the answer. Like preViously mentioned 
this is a must item in the cost of living and 
the !"Ubllc is forced to pay regardless what 
is asked or move into the cold. If the pres
ent policies are continued the government 
will be forced to increase the rent subsidies 
and low interest supplements to an even 
larger portion .of goldb.rickers. 

Solutions again are: 
( 1) . Increase the amount of interest a 

bank or lending institution Is permitted to 
pay the depositor. 

(2). Create an ex<:hange or allow F.N.M.A. 
to buy and sell F.H.A. and V.A. insured mort
gages on the open market, as stocks and 
bonds are sold. 

(3). Allow interest earned from mortgag.e 
loans to be income tax free. 

None of the solutions will increase taxes 
nor will a mrufs ·pride be stifled and his 
incentive be taken away. 

My thoughts to make the world a better 
place to live in. 

Sincerely, 
E. K. LANE. 

MORTGAGE OUTLOOK AND NEWS 

The recent increase in the FHA-VA inter
est rate 1s not going to be reflected in sub
stantially lower points .for very long. 

The simplest explanation is that the de
mand !o.r m.oney for housing is very strong. 
There are no sources except FNMA. Conse
quently, when the rate changed every 
builder, mortgage company and bank in thE 
country bid for FNMA low point money. 
FNMA adjusted 7 points !or the ~% interest 
rate change maldng the 1014 bid of the 
previous week .3~ points. The problem this 
week was that many bidders wanted to be 
sure of winning some money so that they 
could stay in business. They bid 5 to 6 points 
a.nd forced the .average price on the 180-day 
money to 5 ~ points. 

The consensus of opinion 1n the industry 
today is that to win a bid a.t next week's 
auction a mortgage company will have to bid 
6 to 7 points. 

ltEOOMMENDATIONS 
1. Take listings for no less than 7 points 

to be pretty well protected. 
2.. can for a point quote before writing 

a contract. 
.3. Write contracts even with the 8V2 in

terestatS.Ih to 7 poin:ts 'today. 
The rapidity with which the discounts 

have rebounded upward was as big a shock 
to us as it is to you. The thing we must 
remember how.ever is iha.t housing demand is 
very strong. Rega:rdless or the points and re~ 
gar<iless of the interest r.a.Jte FHA & VA loans 
can be put together. W.e 'have been told by 
one source .close to FHA that t.hey .are going 
to ease their qualifying requirements some
"What due to the bigher paj'ID:ents. 
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You already have quite a few listings at 

the higher points, so let's write some FHA & 
v A deals and make 1970 a prosperous year 
for all! 

FAYETTEVn.LE, ARK., 
January 6, 1970. 

Congressman WRIGHT PATMAN, 
House Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR MR. PATMAN! I agree with you that 
the latest increase in interest rates on FHA 
and VA home loans is uncalled for. It ap
pears that certain officials in Washington are 
acting not in the best interest of the people 
and should be called to task for it. 

I wish you the best of luck in rolling back 
this latest increase (and even more) in in
terest rates and am confident you have the 
support of the vast majority of the people 
in this area. 

Sincerely yours, 
SAM H. TAYLOR. 

MEMPHIS, TENN., 
Januaryj 7, 1970. 

Hon. WRIGHT PATMAN, 
Rayburn House Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN PATMAN! The recent 
raise in the FHA & VA interest rates are 
as you said in the press totally unnecessary. 
With 7¥.z% interest (8% on FHA) sales were 
scarce and the discount for placing the loan 
was 7¥.z %. As you can see very little profit 
for the builder, but at least a little bit of 
business was being done. Of course the rea
son for the poor sales was that due to high 
interest the notes were too high. I never 
have understood where Mr. Romney gets his 
information, perhaps from David Rockefeller 
as does Mr. Nixon. It's wrong, and it does not 
stop inflation. Mr. Romney said it would 
place more money in the hands of builders, 
there was money available if the builder 
would pay the high discount. The raise in 
interest only lowers the discount to 4¥.z %. 
and by spring it will creep back up at it 
has always done. 

Still, Mr. Patman, the congress does noth
ing about lt. The money lenders continue to 
drain the economy, inflation continues un
abated, but it is still allowed to go on. The 
only thing that will curb inflation is con
trols. It takes a year for the building in
dustry to recover from one of these flascos. 
Now is the time for something to be done. 
The congress must pass a law limiting the 
rate of interest, and limiting discounts on 
real estate. Then with controls on commod
ities and the money lenders in check some 
type of stability will be possible, and most 
of this unrest will disappear. In the final 
analysis it is all econoinic, when a man's 
salary is dissipated through high prices 
caused by high tnterest, he is bound to feel 
insecure, unhappy and less able to cope with 
the disciplines that our democratic way of 
llfe demands. 

You, Mr. Patman, are always in the fore
front of this fight against inflation caused 
by high interest. Mr. Sparkman and Mr. 
Proxm.ire have spoken up on it in the senate. 
Yet nothing is done in the way of a law 
limiting interest. Yours is a statesmanlike 
approach, Mr. Patman. We need some action, 
a good law. 

Sincerely yours, 
A. R. LEVITCH. 

NEW YoRK, N.Y., 
January 12, 1970. 

Ron. WRIGHT PATMAN, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.O. 

MY DISTINGUISHED MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank 
you for your interest and concern in the 
boost on maximum interest rates FHA mort
gages and government backed housing loans 

with respect to increase from 7¥.z to 8¥.z 
percent. 

With every respect, very truly yours, 
HANNmAL D. WOODWARD. 

RoWLAND HEIGHTS, CALIF., 
January 7, 1970. 

Congressman WRIGHT PATMAN, 
House oj Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 

In October 1969, I applied for and was 
given a loan to purchase a home under the 
VA regulations, the interest rate was then 
7¥.z %. Our loan number is 109682; this loan 
was approved at 7¥.z% interest, but because 
the home we purchased is part of a subdivi
sion, the escrow could not close until the 
entire subdivision is completed (according 
to VA regulations, or so the builder says), 
which will be sometime this month. 

Our loan was approved by the VA and the 
lending agency made a commitment at 7¥.z% 
interest prior to 1/5/70. We took possession 
of our home on 1/2/70, signed our final VA 
papers and gave our $8,000 down payment 
as we agreed to do when we signed our orig
inal purchase agreement. Now we are told by 
the builder, that we must pay the 8¥.z% 
interest rate which went into effect on 1/5/70, 
because the subdivision is not entirely com
pleted and cannot be recorded until it is 
completed probably late this month. 

We feel that having this 8¥.z% interest 
rate imposed upon us, after our loan commit
ment was agreed to at 7Y:z % and finalized 
before 1/5/70 is a great injustice. I am writ
ing to you because I have read and heard 
that you would be interested in knowing 
what is going on. Couldn't the VA make 
exceptions in a case as this? Penalizing the 
buyer because the builder cannot record 
until the entire subdivision is completed is 
grossly unfair. 

May we please hear from you on this 
matter. Anything you can do for us, and 
others in this position, will be greatly ap
preciated. 

Mr. and Mrs. LYNN SHERIDAN. 

FuLLERTON, CALIF., 
January 7, 1970. 

Congressman WRIGHT PATMAN, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C.: 

As a future homebuyer and an ex-GI, I 
would appreciate any action that you can 
get in lowering the present 8¥.z% interest 
rate. As a family man with four small chil
dren, the way the interest keeps going up on 
homes, I will never be able to afford a home. 

I am writing to you because I understand 
that you are very much in favor of lowering 
the interest rates and I want you to know 
that your efforts are greatly appreciated. 

HENRY T. LYNN. 

CHICAGO, ILL., 
January 5, 1970. 

Representative WRIGHT PATMAN, 
Chairman, House Banking Committee, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE PATMAN: Congratu
lations! I think you are the only voice left 
to protest effectively for those struggling to 
purchase a home against ever increasing 
odds. 

With our full support for your forthcoming 
investigation, we will endeavor to maintain 
a hopeful, but somewhat strained hopeful, 
approach towards these burdensome FHA 
and VA interest rates. 

Once again, good luck. 
Very truly yours, 

EDWARD AND BARBARA HRDLICKA. 
P.S.-Even though we are both employed

Ed as an auditor and I as a legal secretary
we are still overwhelmed with high taxes and 
soaring interest rates. 

CHINA GROVE, N.C., 
January 1, 1970. 

Ron. WRIGHT PATMAN, 
House Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR MR. PATMAN: You are a busy man, I'm 
sure, with your district work and committee 
assignments. But when the paper this morn
ing gave me the news of the home interest 
rate increase I just couldn't refrain from 
letting you know how one citizen feels. 

According to the news you are doing what 
you can to help the situation-But it appears 
to me that the people generally in Washing
ton are so wrapped up in great plans and 
schemes and rhetoric that the feelings and 
needs of the individual is lost in the process. 

Talk about inflation-who in the world 
can buy a $20,000 home and pay 50 to 60 
thousand total before he owns it. Not any 
working man like myself! 
· I have 6 growing chlldren and need to build 

a home, but with keeping these children in 
school, taxes, etc.-how can I pay 9% inter
est on a home for 2Q-30 years? This is eco
nomics pure and simple-It just can't be 
done! Not on the wages of an ordinary work
ing man. 

Something has to be done and I feel you 
will do what you can to get Congress and the 
Administration to see that unless this trend 
is reversed this Country is headed for disaster. 

Sincerely, 
H. M. REDMOND. 

GAO STUDY BACKS UNIFORM COST 
ACCOUNTING ON FEDERAL CON
TRACTS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore <Mr. 

MADDEN). Under a previous order of the 
House the gentleman from Texas <Mr. 
GONZALEZ) is recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. GONZALEZ. Mr. Speaker, in 1968 
I introduced an amendment to the De
fense Production Act along with Chair
man WRIGHT PATMAN that WOuld have 

. required all defense contractors to con
form to uniform cost accounting stand
ards to be developed by the General Ac
counting Office--the congressional 
watchdog agency. Congress, unfortu
nately, passed a milder version of the bill, 
calling for a feasibility study of the uni
form cost accounting concept. 

The GAO has sent Congress the re
sults of its study-a bulky three-volume 
report calling for uniform cost account
ing on Federal contracts and stressing 
that such a system could save the Gov
ernment substantial amounts of money 
every year. It would affect 90 percent of 
all Government buying-$45.9 billion a 
year in goods and services. 

It is a complete and total vindication 
of my belief that uniform cost account
ing was not only feasible, but essential 
to the Government. Not only does the 
GAO agree with me, but four out of the 
:five professional accounting organiza
tions asked about this said that it was 
possible and desirable. The bill I intro
duced would have just applied to defense 
contracting-but the GAO says it should 
cover all Government agencies. 

This will save hundreds of millions 
every year. Adm. Hyman Rickover told 
me that such a system could save $3 bil
lion a year-and I believe it. 

Under the present system, 90 percent 
of all Government buying is by negoti
ated contracts. We have no way on earth 
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of knowing exactly what the costs of 
contractors are-they all use different 
systems. We just pay the bills. The Gov
ernment now has no way of comparing 
the emciency of one contractor against 
another, no way of knowing when it is 
being gouged or cheated. Uniform cost 
accounting would change all of that. 

If my bill had been adopted 2 years 
ago, the system would already be in ef
feet and we would have already saved 
several billion dollars. As it is, we are now 
going to have to pass a new law to create 
the system. I plan to introduce immedi
ately a bill to require that a uniform cost 
accounting system be devised and applied 
to all Government contracts. This will 
be offered as an amendment to the De
fense Production Act-which is coming 
up for renewal this year. 

It will be interesting to see how the 
Nixon administration reacts to this bill, 
it appears to be so concerned about cut
ting education and controlling inflation. 
This is a bill that will cut costs, and will 
see that the Government gets a dollar of 
value for a dollar spent-and that is the 
way that you really control inflation. 

This recommendation has contractors 
scared. The 12 big defense contractors 
associations are unanimous in their con
demnation of uniform cost accounting
probably because it will force them to 
undertake the reforms I have advocated 
for the past 4 or 5 years. 

I urge my colleagues' attention to this 
important issue, and enclose the follow
ing artitle entitled "Uniform Cost Rules 
Urged" that appeared in the Washington 
Post, January 19, 1970, for your infor
mation: 

UNIFORM CoST RULES URGED--GAO SEES 
"SUBSTANTIAL SAVINGS" 
(By Richard Homan) 

Over the strong opposition of industry, the 
General Accounting Office recommended to 
Congress yesterday that uniform standards 
be developed for cost accounting in prepar
ing and administering negotiated contracts, 
the most widely used method of government 
procurement. 

The use of uniform standards in deter
mining costs, the GAO said, would result in 
"substantial savings over the long term" for 
the government and enable the GAO to ad
minister the Truth in Negotiations Act 
"more effectively than can be done now." 

Though GAO officials said they could not 
put a firm dollar figure on the likely savings, 
they noted that negotiated contracts 
amounted to $45.9 billion in 1969-almost 90 
per cent of the federal government's total 
procurement for the year. Use of uniform 
standards would tighten each of the thou
sands of separate negotiated contracts that 
make up the total procurement budget, the 
GAO said. 

The Senate Banking and Currency Com
mittee is expected to schedule hearings on 
the matter shortly. 

The GAO report, the result of a study or
dered by Congress in 1968, deals with the 
complex method by which contractor and 
government purchaser negot iate a contract 
price. 

In the negotiations, the government pur
chaser must be able to evaluate the con
tractor's cost estimate. The contractor's esti
mate includes portions of a variety of indi
rect and associated costs such as plant over
head, capital investment and general ad
Ininistration that, as part of the contrac
tor's overall business activity, should be only 
partially attributable to the contract being 
negotiated. 

The method of accounting for these in
direct costs varies greatly within industry, 
according to the GAO, and the beneficiary 
of the variations is rarely the government. 

"Uniform cost-accounting standards could 
provide a common framework for estimating 
prospective cost or for the determination of 
the actual cost of a contract,'' the GAO said. 
"They could provide the guidance, support 
and coordination required for better under
stood estimates and &ubsequent reports of 
actual cost." 

Though Congress asked the GAO to ex
amine the feasibility of applying uniform 
cost accounting standards only to defense 
contracts, the report recommended that 
they be made applicable for all government 
procurement. 

The GAO said, however, that the standards 
should not be so rigid as to "ensure a uni
form application of precisely prescribed 
methods of computing costs . . . under all 
the wide variety of circumstances involved 
in government contracting." 

Rather, the GAO said, the standards should 
be fiexible and should emphasize prior dis
closure to the government of which cost 
accounting procedure among several avail
able the contractor will use and should em
phasize consistency in their use. 

"The basic problem, as we see it on the 
basis of the cases we reviewed," the GAO 
said, "is one of inconsistency by contractors 
in the assignment of government contract 
costs." 

EXAMPLES GIVEN 
The GAO gave these examples, without 

identifying the contractors: 
One contractor treated temporary duty 

costs, including labor and travel expenses, 
as "other direct costs." His normal account
ing treatment is to include the labor portion 
of such costs as direct labor and to charge 
the remaining costs to overhead, which the 
government would reimburse at a smaller 
percentage. 

A contractor with a preponderantly com
mercial business included $113,000 in indi
rect material costs as both costs of a govern
ment contract and as overhead, thus dupli· 
eating the charge. 

A contractor confronted with a loss be
cause he had exceeded allowable costs on 
one government contract shifted $698,000 in 
direct costs to overhead, in the hope of 
reconverting part of it under other govern
ment contracts. 

Uniform cost accounting standards would 
have made each of these fund shuffies more 
difficult to accomplish and more visible to the 
government purchaser or contract adminis
trator, the GAO indicated. 

AGENCIES ENDORSE STUDY 

Federal agencies, including the Defense 
Department, have endorsed the GAO study, 
as did four of five national accounting orga
nizations queried by the GAO. 

The GAO's conclusion was criticized, how
ever, by nearly all of the 12 national indus
trial associations to whom it was circulated 
for comment. 

THE KANSAS CITY CHIEFS BE
COME WORLD CHAMPIONS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order o.f the House the gen
tleman from Missouri (Mr. RANDALL) 
is recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, on Sun
day afternoon, January 11, all America 
saw red on their television screens. It 
was the red jerseys of the Kansas City 
Chiefs who dominated the Super Bowl 
game in New Orleans. Those who re
side in the heart of America, as Met
ropolitan Kansas City has long been 
known, had been seeing red for several 

days, because two NBC television com
mentators had put out some unfounded 
and unsubstantiated reports that the 
Kansas City Chiefs' great quarterback, 
Len Dawson, was involved in a Detroit 
grand jury investigation. 

When the day was done the Kansas 
City Chiefs had thrown at the Minne
sota Vikings some of the fanciest forma
tions ever witnessed on a football field. 
The result was that the Chiefs became 
the champions of the football world by 
a humbling margin of 23 to 7. 

The little man who is the ingenious 
coach of the Kansas City Chiefs, Hank 
Stram, certainly did not do it all by 
himself. His engineer on the field was 
quarterback Len Dawson. Before the 
game Len had been considered by some 
as an ordinary quarterback who would 
collapse in a heap before a rush of any 
kind. But in the Super Bowl he faced 
tbe charge of Minnesota's Norsemen 
coolly and threw with such perfect form 
and marvelous aim that he completed 
12 out of 17 passes. Moreover, it was 
Len Dawson's job to sort out and decide 
upon the many, many different options 
contained in the complicated portfolio 
that makes up the Stram offense. 

One sports writer described the many 
different offensive sets and defensive 
formations formulated by the coach of 
the Kansas City Chiefs as an effort to 
create a moment of hesitation or an in
terval of doubt in the minds of the other 
team, whether on offense or defense. Put 
differently, Stram was determined to 
mask where his team would go and to 
conceal as long as possible how it would 
arrive at the point of attack. 

In the Super Bowl, between the two of 
them, Stram and Dawson, the Chiefs 
showed Minnesota everything but mercy. 
Let no one forget that the field engineer, 
Len Dawson, had to surmount all kinds 
of personal adversities. As he was pre
paring for the most important game in 
his life, NBC released a story that he 
would be called to testify before a Detroit 
grand jury. It was unfair, unfounded, 
uncalled for, unjust, and untrue. This 
thing became so reprehensible that the 
commissioner of football, Pete Rozelle, 
immediately rallied to Dawson's defense. 
The general public lined up solidly be
hind Dawson because in their own minds 
and hearts they were convinced the in· 
nuendo concerning Dawson just could 
not be true. 

To add to Dawson's burdens, the night 
before the big game he came down with 
a 24-hour virus. He had virtually no 
sleep that night and before the game all 
he had to eat was a bowl of crackers 
with milk, and a candy bar. Despite the 
great psychological pressure, the illness 
and lack of sleep, and a painful knee, he 
triumphed over all of these personal 
adversities because of his great courage 
and perseverance. · 

But the outcome of the game was not 
all a Dawson victory. The Chiefs are a 
well-balanced club. Every single player 
is equally capable of overcoming adver
sity and reaching the heights. Unlike the 
game last year, dominated by Joe Na
ma th, the game this year was a team 
effort all the way. One very talented 
writer described the success of the Chiefs 
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as a case of 40 for 60, meaning that ap
proximately 40 players were determined 
to give their best to work together as a 
unit or as a team for the full 60 minutes 
of the game. The sports editor of the 
Kansas City Star put it beautifully when 
he said, "The victory over Minnesota 
was a combination of inspiration, orga
nization, and determination. Such is the 
solid foundation for a world champion
ship team." 

It was a great day for mid-America. 
The pregame show was outstanding with 
trumpeter AI Hirt wearing a Viking hel
met replete with horns and Doc Sevrin
son with the feathers of his Indian 
headgear going all the way to the 
ground. For once, those of us who were 
Kansas City fans, for some strange rea
son, could not really applaud the playing 
of AI Hirt-but the show was great. It 
was like Times Square on New Year's 
Eve. Everyone was thrilled when Pat 
O'Brien recited, not sang, the "Star
Spangled Banner." 

For Kansas City partisans the thrills 
began early in the game. Our Chiefs 
began the scoring, ominously enough 
for Minnesota, when Jan Stenerud was 
called upon and proceeded to kick a 
Super Bowl record fieldgoal of 48 yards. 
He came back for another fieldgoal from 
32 yards out and a little later a third one 
from the 25-yard line. After this third 
field goal the Vikings resembled any
thing but two-touchdown favorites. Af
ter that third fieldgoal the Vikings fum
bled Stenerud's kickoff and the Chiefs 
struck quickly for a touchdown. 

Enjoying a comfortable 16 to 0 ad
vantage at the balf, all of us who were 
for the Chiefs could now appreciate AI 
Hirt, a little more, even with his Viking 
getup, as he played for Marguerite Piazza 
while she sang "Basin Street Blues." 
Then the entire country enjoyed the re
enactment of the battle of New Orleans. 
Later a float made into a riverboat was 
hauled on the field. Everyone watching 
television saw Lionel Hampton perform 
on the xylophone. All America followed 
the reenactment of the mournful trip 
of the jazz greats to the cemetery but 
hands clapped for the joyful trip back. 
Perhaps the greatest thrill of the half
time show was the finale, when all across 
the land everyone watching TV joined 
the musicians on the field to sing that 
eternally popular Dixieland melody, 
"When the Saints Go Marching In." 

When the third quarter started the 
Vikings seemed to wake up for a while, 
and by their great strength and a lot 
of awkwardness they managed to score 
after about a 70-yard drive. That put 
the score at 16 to 7, and to the Minne
sota followers it seemed all they needed 
was a touchdown and a fieldgoal to be 
out in front. The clock showed they had 
plenty of time for that to happen. 

Just a little while after the first Min
nesota score, time did run out for the 
Vikings. The reason was that Kansas 
City quickly scored its second touch-
down. With the ball on the Viking 46-
yard line, Dawson dropped back and 
fired a short pass to Otis Taylor, who 
went all the way into the end zone 

standing up. It was truly in this moment 
of g-lory that the Chiefs became "Super 
Chiefs." 

Several Vikings in discussing the sit
uation after the game, admitted they 
reached the Super Bowl by playing ag
gressive defense, but for some reason 
just could not be aggressive in this one 
great game. As for the Chiefs, they said 
after the game that their main objective 
was to keep Kapp confined, meaning to 
force Minnesota quarterback Joe Kapp 
to stay in his backfield and throw the 
ball, rather than run with it. The ex
perts say that the Chiefs developed what 
could be called an odd line, a forma
tion in whic.P the tackle played nose to 
nose with the center. In this game the 
Chiefs' 275-pound Buck Buchanan and 
265-pound Curly Culp kept the all-pro 
center from Minnesota, Mick Tingle
hoof, so busy keeping them from de
stroying him that he could not contain 
Willie Lanier, the Chiefs' middle line
backer, or seal him away from thrust
ing through the line to get Kapp. 

The Chiefs' odd line not only con
tained Kapp, it shut off the much-her
alded Viking running game. Mr. Kapp, 
who had gained 57 yards against Cleve
land, got only 9 against the Chiefs. 

There was so much pressure by the 
Chiefs that the Vikings' quarterback had 
to look for the s:1.ort pass and get rid of 
the ball much too soon. This certainly 
contributed to the interceptions by the 
Chiefs. While Kapp tried a few of his 
long passes, which had been so success
ful against Cleveland and which have 
been called his "quick six," he had little 
success against Kansas City. 

In the fourth quarter there appeared 
some very interesting irony, because 
Kapp had been known as a redoubtable 
runner and Dawson had been regarded 
as a quarterback who never runs. Once 
in the fourth quarter Kapp tried to run 
and was caught hard by Aaron Brown. 
After that tackle he walked off the field 
not to return during the game. Yet just 
a little while later when the Chiefs were 
in possession of the ball, Dawson, who 
had hurt his knee so badly that he had 
to stay out of six games in the regular 
season, went back to pass and finding 
no one open, ran with the ball. The re
sult-he gained 11 yards and a first 
down. Such irony was the highlight of 
the Kapp-Dawson duel. 

As the end of the game neared, every 
Chief on the field realized they were 
nearing the end of the long, hard road 
to the world championship of football. 
The game pictures will show that safety 
Johnny Robinson, who played in spite 
of a rib 1nj ury, after he recovered a 
Minnesota fumble raised his index finger 
to tell the stands and all the TV audience 
the Chiefs were No. 1. The year of the 
Jets had ended. The year of the Chiefs 
had begun. Hail to the Super Chiefs. 

THE JOB CORPS CENTERS CLOSING 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House the gentle
man from New York (Mr. RYAN) is rec
ognized for 20 minutes. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, last session 

I introduced House Resolution 381, and 
companion resolutions--House Resolu
tion 382, House Resolution 383, and 
House Resolution 390-cosponsored by 
53 other Congressmen, in opposition 
to the administration's announced in
tention to close 59 Job Corps centers. 
Despite our efforts, the centers were 
closed. 

Numerous justifications for doing so 
were offered by the Nixon administra
tion: Job Corps had a poor placement 
record; Job Corps was too expensive; 
Job Corps had a serious dropout record; 
Job Corps members showed little de
monstrable improvement in math and 
reading levels; Job Corps taught few 
marketable skills. 

But, Secretary of Labor Shultz ad
mitted, on Aprllll, that a number of the 
basic premises of Job Corps were sound
that is, complete residential service for 
youths from disruTltive environments, 
and intensive supportive services, such 
as remedial education and work orienta
tion. Thus, and this was the Secretary's 
ostensible antidote for closing 59 cen
ters housing some 15,000 youths, 30 new 
in-city and near-city residential centers 
were to be opened. 

lt is almost 7 months since the formal 
closures occurred. And yet, only one new 
center-in Phoenix, Ariz.-has been 
opened. The supposedly "new" centers 
in New Jersey and Hawaii are really for
mer cen ters--Kilmer and Koko Head
with new names. Actually, the New 
Jersey center is even less than a "horse 
of a different color:" the Kilmer Job 
Corps Men's Center had a population of 
approximately 1,600 youths, whereas the 
"new" New Jersey center is limited to a 
maximum of only 350, and is restricted 
to New Jersey youth only. 

The negligible progress in recouping 
the losses following the closure of the 59 
centers is extremely troublesome. The 
story of the four main centers serving 
New York City shows how this adminis
tration has failed. 

At the time of the closures, there were 
four Job Corps centers to which most 
New York City youths were funneled: 
Kilmer Men's Center, Poland Spring 
Women's Center, and Acadia and Well
fleet Conservation Centers. The total 
population of these four centers, as of 
April 11, 1969, was 3,013-Kilmer, 1,671; 
Poland Spring, 1,110; Acadia, 125; Well
fleet, 107. 

According to a letter of January 7, 
1970, which I received from William 
Mirengoff, Acting Director of Job Corps, 
30 percent of these youths graduated be
fore closure of the centers and 36 percent 
transferred to other centers. 

Of the remaining 1,038 youths, only 
151 were placed in other training pro
grams. And yet, Secretary Schultz offered 
as one of the primary justifications for 
the closures of the 59 centers the argu
ment that, whereas in 1964 there were 
only 27,000 openings for youths in man
power programs, supposedly there are 
now some 600,000 such openings. He 
pointed to new programs such as "CEP, 
JOBS, area skills centers, and other 
manpower service components." 

Surely, the performance in placing Job 
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Corps youth forced out of closed centers 
in these other manpower programs belies 
the promise offered by the administra
tion. 

As for the remaining 887 youths from 

On board 
Center Apr. 11, 1969 Graduated 

1. Kilmer _________ __ ___ ___ ___ ___ 1,671 529 
2. Poland Spring ___ _____ _________ 1, 110 366 3. Acadia _________ __ ______ ___ --. 125 5 
4. Wellfleet.----- ---- ----------- 107 8 

Total ________ _______ _ --- -- 3, 013 908 
Percent..---. __ --- --- -- --- - -- -- - -- ------ -- -- --

Certainly these :figures are disconcert
ing. New York City youth made up al
most half-approximately 1,400-of 
these 3,013 youths at the four closed 
centers. In rough terms, these :figures 
indica";e that about 200 New York City 
youths are unaccounted for, and only 75 
have been placed in "other training 
programs." The fact that 30 percent 
graduated and 36 percent transferred to 
other centers is no answer to the obliga
tion the Federal Goverment under
took-and properly so-when it enrolled 
these youths in Job Corps. 

To make the problem even more se
vere, the Neighborhood Youth Corps has 
recently been modified to limit enroll
ment to youths 16 and 17. Thus, one of 
the manpower programs accounting for 
the "600,000" openings for youth in 
1969, to which Secretary of Labor 
Schultz pointed, now excludes youths 18 
and over, many of whom made up the 
Job Corps population. 

Yet, still no new center has been 
opened for New York City youth. The 
New York City youth who wants to en
roll in Job Corps and who is eligible for 
the more advanced Job Corps Men's 
Center program must be sent to Breck
enridge Men's Center in Kentucky, or 
to Atterbury Men's Center in Indiana. 
These are the two men's centers closest 
to his home. And the young man eligible 
for a Job Corps Conservation Center 
must be sent all the way to North 
Carolina. 

New York City girls have a similar 
problem. The nearest Job Corps 
Women's Center is in Jersey City, N.J. 
This center only has a capacity of 650, 
whereas formerly, not only that center 
was available, but the 1,100-girl Poland 
Spring Center could also serve New 
York City girls. Now, the overflow which 
the Jersey City Center cannot absorb 
must be sent to the Cleveland, Ohio, 
Women's Center, smce the Blue Ridge 
Women's Center in Virginia is restricted 
to Appalachian girls. 

Nor should anyone think that the so
called "new" New Jersey Residential 
Manpower Center-the replacement for 
Kilmer Men's Center-is available to en
roll New York City youth. A fourth the 
size of the former Kilmer Center, the 
New Jersey center is restricted to New 
Jersey youth. In fact, not even all such 
youth are eligible, since recruitment is to 
be limited, in accordance with the Job 
Corps contracts for running the center, 
to only certain New Jersey counties. 
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Kilmer, Poland Spring, Acadia, and Well
fleet, 492 are in "other placement" and 
395 have not even been accounted for. 

Following is the chart sent to me by 
the Acting Director of the Jobs Corps: 

Estimated Estimated 
number in number in 

other training other Number not 
Transferred programs placement accounted for 

551 91 280 220 
444 40 142 118 
32 12 42 34 
40 8 28 23 

1, 067 151 492 395 
36 5 16 13 

Mr. Speaker, I am very seriously con
cerned-not only for the youths f<>rmerly 
in Job Corps who have suffered because 
of the closures, but also for those youths 
seeking now to enroll in Job C<>rps and 
who are foreclosed by this restrictive pol
icy at the New Jersey center-a policy 
which, I should note, is to be employed 
at all the new centers. 

I question whether the legislation even 
allows such restrictive enrollment. Sec
ti<>n 103 of the Economic Opportunity 
Act, as amended, prescribes the stand
ards for eligibility for Job Corps. Youths 
must be "permanent resident(s) of the 
United States" under section 103(1). I 
see nothing which says that they must 
as well be residents of certain counties 
in a State. Section 106(d) allows for as
signment of enrollees to "that center of 
the appropriate type in which a vacancy 
exists." But I see nothing so distinctive 
about the new residential manpower 
centers which justifies sending a New 
York City youth to a Job Corps men's 
center in Kentucky, instead to a Job 
Corps residential manpower center only 
a few miles from his home in New Jersey. 

And I would further note, section 
106(d) further directs assignment of a 
youth to the center "which is closest to 
the enrollee's home." Exception to this 
requirement is very limited: 

The Director, on an individual basis, may 
waive this requirement (of assignment to 
the center closest to the enrollee's home) 
when overriding consideration justify such 
action. Assignments to centers in areas more 
remote from the enrollee's home shall be 
carefully limited to situations in which such 
action is necessary in order to insure an 
equitable opportunity for disadvantaged 
youth from various sections of the country 
to participate in the program, to prevent un
due delays in the assignment of individual 
enrollees, to provide an assignment which 
adequately meets the educational or other 
needs of the enrollee or is necessary for ef
ficiency and economy in the operation of 
the program. 

Perhaps the language of section 
106(d) can be manipulated by the Job 
Corps to justify restricting enrollment 
at the Job Corps Residential Manpower 
Centers to local boys and girls when 
there are adequate openings close by 
at other centers for all youths. But that 
is not the case now. 

The situation now is that there still 
is n<> center in New York City, one <>f 
the cities designated by the Job Corps 
for establishment of a Residential Man
power Center. The Acting Director of 

the Job Corps informed me, in his let
ter of January 7, that, while, Job Corps 
is negotiating for a site at Fort Totten, 
opposition of l.ocal residents is causing 
some delay. 

I realize that Job C<>rps has little room 
for maneuver-funds have been cut, ade
quate sites are not plentiful. As I am 
aware, many other sites have been in
vestigated. But at the same time, I ·can
not condone the delay. 

Moreover, I suggest that the most likely 
sites-not only in New York City, but 
elsewhere as well-have not been utilized. 
These are the thousands of abandoned 
buildings in every major city. Such sites 
are near businesses which will provide 
sources of on-the-job training, and they 
are near recreational facilities and trans
portation. 

Certainly, costs would be incurred in 
renovating these structures. But Federal 
money is available for renovation of 
housing. In addition-and this should be 
particularly noted-Job Corps itself is 
already expending large sums on capital 
investment. Approximately $600,000 is 
being spent for renovation of the to-be
opened Atlanta Residential Manpower 
Center, for which a rental of over $300,-
000 is being paid for a 2-year term. A 
building was purchased by Job Corps for 
the Phoenix center at a cost of $100,000, 
and extensive renovation costing over 
$400,000 is being done there. Three build
ings are being rented for the to-be
opened Portland center at a yearly rental 
of approximately $163,000. 

These are considerable expenditures of 
money on capital investment. This is not 
to say they are necessarily unwarranted. 
Job Corps is limited by 2-year contract
ing authority, which results in higher 
rentals. And, as I am aware, the rentals, 
at least, fall within the 15-percent statu
tory maximum set by 40 United States 
Code278a. 

But, if money is to be spent--and cer
tainly it should be to continue the Job 
Corps program-it would seem more 
beneficial to spend it on abandoned 
buildings. Thereby, needed money is 
brought into the inner city, neighbor
hoods are improved, dangerous eyesores 
are renovated, and the youths are not 
exported to communities which do no.t 
want them and which would be foreign 
to the youths. 

Mr. Speaker, it is too late to undo the 
egregious mistake of closing 59 Job 
Corps Centers-a mistake implicitly 
acknowledged by the Administration's 
closing of the St. Louis Job Corps Wom
en's Center in June of 1969, and its 
now planning to open another center, at 
a different site, in the same city. It is 
too late to rescue the excellent Clinton 
Women's Center, and it is too late to 
prevent the closure of 8 conservation 
centers in California, alone, while the 
ill-run Trapper Creek Conservation Cen
ter is retained. 

But, Mr. Speaker, something can, and 
must, be done now. New centers--to 
which the administration purports to be 
committed-must be opened, and they 
must be opened at appropriate sites
sites which will, most importantly, bene
fit the Corpsmembers. But sites, also, at 
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which f\Ulds will be expended wisely and 
advantageously-such as abandoned in
ner city buildings. 

PEACE IN THE MIDDLE EAST 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gentle
man from Massachusetts <Mr. PmLBIN) 
is recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. PHILBIN. Mr. Speaker, I think all 
of us who are vitally interested in the 
young, democratic State of Israel are 
deeply concerned by certain steps that 
have been taken recently by this Gov
ernment, indicating some change in the 
policy of the United States in the Middle 
East, and particularly toward Israel, as 
evidenced by Secretary Rogers' speech of 
December 9, 1969. 

Admittedly, this Government is com
mitted to doing everything in its power 
to bring about peaceful conditions be
tween Israel and the Arab States and 
total peace in the Middle East. 

However, I do not believe that it is 
either sound or wise policy for this Na
tion to start laying down conditions that 
would clearly put Israel at a disadvan
tage, even before it gets into a peace 
conference, and would, in a major sense, 
destroy the historic position this Gov
ernment has taken ever since the time 
when we were the first great Nation to 
hold out a helping hand to the brave, 
gallant, young State of Israel. 

I think we can agree for the most part 
that any effort by this Government to 
propose any settlement that would be at 
the expense of Israel's vital interests, in 
the fact of our long-continued construc
tive policy toward Israel, would be di
rectly inimical to the United States in
terests, and perhaps could well only 
serve to increase dangerous ferment and 
agitation in the Middle East, and 
strengthen those whose design it is to 
increase the prestige and power of Is
rael's enemies and endanger Israel's se
eurity and freedom. 

If this change in policy is predicated 
on appeasing the Soviets by requiring 
concessions at the expense of Israel, it 
strikes a very unhappy and unfortunate 
note in our relations with Israel--one 
that might well inject another compli
cation into the situation in the Middle 
East by creating worldwide misunder
standing and apprehension on the part 
of other nations of the free world, con
cerning a possible change of policy on 
the part of this Government that could 
only serve to handicap, instead of en
couraging and helping Israel, as our his
toric policy was intended and fashioned 
to do. 

For us to try to lay down adverse con
ditions precedent to negotiations would 
work havoc with the prospects of peace 
in the area. 

It is also true, in my judgment, that 
any policy toward Israel, or other na
tions, that is based upon appeasement 
of other nations, whose interest and mo
tives are not based upon total world 
peace in the area would be, to my mind, 
fraught with grave misunderstandings 
and setbacks in the Middle East and 
elsewhere in the world. 

The cause of Israel, and the cause of 
total, world pea.ce are great goals, to 

which we have been, are, and must con
tinue to be unalterably committed. 

To put the matter in clear context, it 
is my studied conviction that this Na
tion must fairly maintain the historic 
commitment in the Middle East that will 
be consistent with our long sustained 
warm friendship and commitment to 
Israel, to stand by her side in the noble, 
very successful work she has so bravely 
carried on in founding, building, and ad
mirably projecting a free, democratic, 
homeland state in the Middle East, po
litically, economically, and socially de
veloped and related to free world democ
racy, and dedicated to principles of 
freedom, human rights, and justice and 
peace, not only in the Middle East, but 
in the world. 

I believe that any weakening of our 
policy toward the free state of Israel 
could well have catastrophic results for 
our own world policies, precarious im
plications for Israel's position in an area 
where she is surrounded by nations who 
are not only rattling sabers and threat
ening her destruction, but fostering 
principles, plans, and practices of out
spoken belligerency toward Israel, which 
certain leaders have publicly proclaimed 
by word and deed to the entire world. 

This Nation, if it is to be well directed 
and guided toward a viable, diplomatic 
policy in the Middle East must continue 
to help, not hurt the young state of 
Israel in its aims to maintain and pre
serve its free government. 

It is our historic policy, in every way 
possible, to avoid hostilities and war, and 
promote peace, understanding, and 
friendship among nations, but it would 
be a great mistake for this Nation to 
stand, unprotesting, silent, and unmoved 
while other nations pursue enmities and 
aggressions that can only serve in the 
end to bring greater instability and dan
ger into the Middle East that could well 
threaten the very existence of free 
Israel, and cause such a deterioration in 
that part of the world, as to lay the 
basis for fresh confrontations and con
:tlicts between nuclear powers, arouse ag
gression, and fan the :fires of insurrection 
and revolution in an entire continent 
that could conceivably spread to other 
parts of the world with very dangerous 
results for humankind. 

It is imperative that this Nation's pol
icy be based upon a voiding and ending 
more confrontations in the Middle East. 
What the world needs there is peace and 
our Nation must move toward that end. 

The Arab States, the Soviet Union, 
and all other nations must fully under
stand that the foreign policy of this Na
tion is to favor and befriend the cause 
of freedom and peace in the world. Spe
cifically, insofar as Israel is concerned, 
this is a nation to which we are com
mitted by bonds of friendship, respect, 
and love that have deep roots here in our 
own country, and that means a great 
deal to us. 

We invite all nations who are willing 
to work with us, as they should, to rec
ognize and help young nations like Is
rael to find their place in the sun, as 
Israel has done, under free institutions 
selected, developed, and strengthened by 
its own people in a most praiseworthy, 
commendable way. 

The foreign policy of the United States 
cannot blow hot and cold. It must not, 
on the one hand, profess that it is fol
lowing our historic policy toward Is
rael and total peace in the Middle East, 
and on the other, foster a policy that 
gives other nations pursuing a course of 
belligerency, and their world supporters, 
to believe that we will wink at brazen, 
calculated, overt actions of aggression 
toward Israel, and in that way frag
ment and render ineffective and useless 
the present American policy toward Is
rael and the Middle East, which binds 
us definitely to support, encourage, and 
extend our helping hand to Israel in 
preserving its hard-won freedom, the 
integrity of its territory, and the success 
of its aspirations to be free and untram
meled-to work out its own destiny, and 
participate in our earnest striving for 
total peace in the Middle East and the 
world. 

I want our great country to seek amity 
and peace with all nations, regardless of 
their ideological complexions. In the 
Middle East, I expect and demand that 
we should keep the sacred commitments 
that we have made to Israel, and to other 
free nations in the world, that we will not 
abandon their cause, that we will recog
nize and carry out the commitments we 
have made to them to help and assist 
them to reach their objectives of free 
democratic government, to strengthen 
their free institutions, to live at peace 
with their neighbors, and to strive with 
determination and resolve for every op
portunity to inaugurate negotiations with 
those who confront and threaten them, 
have understandings and agreements 
that will end their differences that will 
stop the :fighting, compose the disagree
ments and reach settlements that will 
provide stability and peaceful relations 
and understanding with other nations. 

I think that it is up to the executive 
department of this Government, and to 
our great President, a former distin
guished, beloved colleague of ours in this 
House, to make it clear to the American 
people, to the brave State of Israel, and 
to all the nations of the world that this 
Nation has no intention of abandoning 
the policy we established when we recog
nized Israel, and which have been fol
lowed persistently and constructively in 
the intervening years. 

We should make it very clear that we 
proffer all our services and help to 
initiate and assure effective, meaningful 
diplomatic negotiations in the Middle 
East, and that we propose :firmly and ir
revocably to keep our commitments to 
Israel, and the cause of peace and justice 
in the world which is a cornerstone of 
American foreign policy we will not 
abandon. 

I read with interest the text of a pro
posed concurrent resolution of my dis
tinguished, dear, and great friend from 
Florida, Mr. PEPPER, which reads in part 
as follows: 

That it is the sense of the Congress that 
the policy of the United States for the pro
motion of peace in the Middle East should 
be to exert its best e1forts to arrange for 
direct face-to-face negotiations between the 
State of Israel and the Arab States; and fur
ther, that neither the United States, no~ any 
other power, should attempt to im.pose a 
settlement in the Middle East, nor attempt 
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to induce a. settlement other than through 
direct face-to-face negotiations between the 
State of Israel and the Arab states. 

I think this resolution makes clear 
what I have emphasized in my remarks 
and it represents the traditional policy 
of our Government. 

Moreover, this statement is fair to all 
nations, and would make clear our policy 
toward Israel which I think this Govern
ment should do now. 

Let me say one more word. We all 
recognize the great part that our Jewish 
friends have taken in the founding and 
perpetuation of this Nation. The gal
lantry of Jewish fighting men is in
delibly inscribed in the annals of every 
American war. In Flanders Field where 
lie our heroic dead, the Star of David is 
mingled with the Cross in beauty and 
everlasting marble. In remote places of 
the world, where heroes sleep who gave 
their all in defense of America, the star 
and the cross are intertwined in 2. bond 
of immortal affection and loyalty en
shrined in the hearts of Americans for
ever-a gleaming example of sacrifice 
and utter devotion for all the world to 
behold. 

The storms of passion and hatred may 
rage. The fury of soulless materialism 
and communism may sound throughout 
the world. The forces of evil may con
spire and act to undermine and over
throw the blessed freedom we enjoy. But 
they will all go down to defeat. The cross 
and the star will endure because they 
are the symbols of strength of the Al
mighty, and the imlomitable purpose of 
our forebears. If we but persevere in the 
faith of our Nation, determined to pro
tect it from all danger and at any cost, 
He will continue to bless our great land 
and hasten the day of universal peace 
and amity among men and nations. 

The evidence of our friendship and 
policy toward Israel and free negotiations 
is overwhelming. 

President Johnson voiced it in a June 
address in 1967. He said: 

Clearly, the parties to the conflict must 
be the parties to the peace . . . It is hard 
to see how it is possible for nations to live 
together in peace if they cannot learn to 
reason together. 

President Nixon endorsed this view in 
his address to the United Nations General 
Assembly on September 18 last when he 
said: 

A peace to be lasting must leave no seeds 
of a future war. It must rest on a settle
ment which both sides have a vested interest 
in maintaining ••. We are equally con
vinced that peace cannot be achieved on the 
basis of anything less than a binding, ir
revocable commitment by the parties to 
live together in peace. 

Secretary Rogers voiced the same prin
ciple in his statement to the Senate Com
mittee on Foreign Relations, March 27, 
1969, as follows: 

His (Jarring's) mission is to promote 
agreement--and this can only mean agree
ment between the parties. 

It is of ultimate importance that this 
Government reaffirm this policy as it af
fects Israel and the Middle East. I be
lieve most Ametieans hope and urge that 
it be done now. 

And I most respectfully and prayer
fully urge the President and the State 
Department to announce it and carry it 
out at the earliest possible time. 

LABOR-HEW APPROPRIATION BILL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle
man from lllinois <Mr. MICHEL) is recog
nized for 2 minutes. 

Mr. MICHEL. Mr. Speaker, earlier in 
the day in the colloquy between the 
Speaker and the gentleman from Ken
tucky <Mr. PERKINS) a big "to do" was 
made of those Republicans who voted 
for the conference report on the Labor
HEW appropriation bill and the position 
they may take in sustaining a Presi
dential veto of that bill. 

For a Member to change his position is 
certainly nothing unique for this Cham
ber and I would remind both the Speaker 
and the gentleman from Kentucky <Mr. 
PERKINS) of the switch of 42 Democratic 
Members several years ago when they 
first supported a motion I offered to in
struct conferees to sustain a House posi
tion to prohibit further shipments of 
agricultural commodities to Egypt at a 
time when Nasser was telling us to go 
drink from the sea. As a matter of fact 
on that particular vote the first time I 
was supported unanimously on the Re
publican side and Joined by 72 Demo
crats, but 10 days later after President 
Johnson applied the pressure, 42 Demo
crats, as I said before, switched their 
vote in support of their President. 

Going back through history there have 
been repeated instances of this occur
ring particularly when a President has 
seen fit to veto a particular piece of -
legislation. 

A switch of positions could be justified 
for a number of reasons. 

In the :first place the financial picture 
has not improved, but rather deteri
orated. The projected surplus in the 
September budget review has been dras
tically modified. Appropriations were 
raised by over $1 billion above the budget 
in September and more than $1 billion 
of requested revenues were not provided. 

One of the factors is the 15 percent in
crease in social security which was in
cluded in the tax reform package and 
which took effect January 1. Members 
will recall that the earlier budget projec
tions provided for a 10-percent increase 
with an effective date of April!, 1970. 

Uncontrollable costs continue to rise. 
Interest on the public debt is up $800 
million, medicare payments up $350 mil
lion, unemployment benefits up $500 mil
lion, and retirement funds up $100 
million. Besides the $1.3 billion increase 
in the HEW appropriation the public 
works bill was up $552 million and the 
agriculture bill up some $250 million. And 
finally, Mr. Speaker, these increases in 
education in particular come too late in 
the fiscal year to be wisely utilized. 

J. EDGAR HOOVER-MR. FBI 
<Mr. DEVINE asked and was given 

permission to extend his remarks at this 
point 1n the RECORD and to include ex
traneous matter.) 

Mr. DEVINE. Mr. Speaker, the best 
way to judge a man is by his record. 
As all of us in public life know, a per
son's record can be, and often is, dis
torted by overzealous supporters or de
tractors. 

J. Edgar Hoover, Director of the FBI 
is a man whose record of service wili 
never be equaled. None can distort his 
record of 45 years as Director of the 
Nation's most important law-enforce
ment agency. 

His record of achievement during this 
45 years is equally impressive, I think. 
I had the privilege to serve under Mr. 
Hoover's leadership as a special agent of 
the FBI, and I naturally have followed 
closely his record through the years. He 
has a few detractors but they are vastly 
outnumbered by his supporters. 

Recently, the Congressional Quarterly, 
a publication with which we all are fa
miliar and which has a reputation for 
objectivity, assigned an associate editor, 
Robert A. Barnes, to research and re
port Mr. Hoover's record. Mr. Barnes' 
article in the December 22, 1969, issue 
of the Congressional Quarterly probably 
records more factual information about 
Mr. Hoover in a short space than any ar
ticle ever written. I would hope that 
every Member of the House of Repre
sentatives would take the time to read 
the excellent results of Mr. Barnes' de
tailed research on Mr. Hoover. There is 
no distortion here of Mr. Hoover's record 
it is merely reported. ' 

Mr. Speaker, I include at this point 
Mr. Barnes' article in the RECORD: 

HOOVER AT 75: "Ma. FBI" AND IUS "G-MEN": 
NEAR-LEGENDS SmCE 1924 

The story of John Edgar Hoover is the story 
of a man and an institution. But as Hoover 
has continually emphasized, the institution 
is first and foremost an organization of men. 

On grounds that the caliber of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation depends on its per
sonnel, Hoover has sought from the time he 
took over the agency more than 45 years ago 
to instill in FBI employees the qualities, out~ 
look and discipline he contends are indis
pensable. 

For his basic policies he has given much 
credit to then Attorney General Harlan Fiske 
Stone, who installed him in his post during 
the scandals that followed the Harding era. 
Hoover wrote Mrs. Stone April 23, 1946, the 
day after the death of her husband who had 
become Chief Justice of the Supreme Court 
and a renowned judicial backer of Franklin 
D. Roosevelt's constitutional authority to 
make New Deal innovations through Con
gress: "The Chief Justice has been to me an 
ideal. ••• He is in fact the real father of 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation as we 
know it today." 

The nature of the institution and the 
duties given it by Congress and Presidents 
make the FBI's history-like that of "the 
director," as he is known in the ranks
coincide at many points with a history of the 
United States itself in the 20th century. "To 
tell the story of the FBI is to reel te the 
history of men and women seeking to make 
America more secure," Hoover said in 1946 
"It is the story of a long line of citizen~ 
who fonn a. solid front against crime." 

Underscoring the parallel, often identical, 
courses of national and FBI history, events 
even then were continuing to broaden the 
FBI's activities beyond crime as such. As the 
nation's primary domestic investigative 
agency, the FBI and its chief would be im
mersed constantly in conflict and contro
versy which seem likely to last as long as 
the strife itself. 
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But throughout his unprecedented serv

ice under eight Presidents, Hoover has main
tained the course he adopted at the outset 
with a persistence that itself has produced 
brickbats and with a success that has in
furiated his enemies. 

In a 1960 study for The Brookings Insti
tut;on called Presidential Transitions, Laurin 
L. Henry noted the pressures for official jobs 
when national administrations changed, ex
cept in such cases as the FBI, "where J. 
Edgar Hoover's public popularity made him 
virtually unto,lchable . . ." Hoover's con
tinued tenure in perhaps the most sensitive 
position in Government--aside from the 
Presidency-stands as eviden.::e. 

The Gallup Poll in mid-1965 asked a cross
section of Americans: "If you had a son who 
decided to become an FBI agent, would you 
be pleased or displeased?" The poll reported 
that 77 percent of the persons questioner} said 
they would be pleased. 

The Bureau has not always enjoyed high 
public esteem. It was in poor repute when 
Hoover took it over in 1924 with a mandate 
to clean house. After a few years of unpub
licized reconstruction, the Bureau moved un
der Hoover's command into the front ranks 
of U.S. Government forces combating such 
threats as these: 

1930s-kidnappings; gangsters. 
1940s-Nazi espionage and subversion. 
1940s on-Communist espionage and sub-

version, which Hoover says continues today. 
1950s on-soaring crime and lawlessness, 

reaching new peaks today. 
1950s on-mounting civil rights strife ex-

acerbated by extremists of right and left. 
1960s--city rioting and street violence. 
1960s-organized crime. 
As the United States has moved through 

new crises of rising crime, assassinations of 
a President and two prominent political lead
ers and unprecedented rioting, the FBI Di
rector has spoken out often and bluntly on 
what he has felt are dangers in the national 
trends. He has attacked complacency among 
the citizens, a "national disregard for the 
realities" of the present, abuses in the parole 
system and what he has considered undue 
clemency by many judges. His statements 
over the years have covered a broad range 
of American life and have become a primer 
on what he has seen as the fundamentals of 
the traditional American ethic. 

He has often been at odds with opponents 
who have called his law enforcement stand 
"hard-line" and who have discounted or 
sought to ridicule his persistent reports of 
Communist or other subversion. In addition 
to such vigorous direct attacks, some critics 
have made other attacks on Hoover indi
rectly. 

Attacks notwithstanding, Hoover has be
come one of the most unassailable figures in 
U.S. history. His supporters far outnumber 
his critics both in numbers and influence. As 
President Johnson expressed it May 8, 1964, 
Hoover has been a "household word, a hero 
to millions of citizens and an anathema to 
evil men." Mr. Johnson called him a "quiet, 
humble and magnificent public servant." 

For an understanding of the place the FBI 
and its director occupy in the nation today, 
the reasons behind the "iron hand" with 
which Hoover is said to rule the organization 
and behind his oft-expressed concern for 
its future course, the conditions that existed 
when Hoover took charge deserve consider
ation. 

As Harry and Bonaro Overstreet said in 
their 1969 book, The FBI in Our Open Society, 
concerning the fears of some that the FBI 
could become the agency of a police state if 
safeguards were lowered: ". . . The answer 
to the bland assurance 'It can't happen here' 
is that it did happen here-between 1918 
and 1924." 

HISTORY 

Origin of FBI 
In 1908 President Theodore Roosevelt, 

frustrated in efforts to combat business 
monopolies and land grabs, demanded a new 
federal investigation unit. Attorney General 
Charles Bonaparte on July 26, 1908, set up 
a small group of special investigators in the 
Justice Department. The group took the 
title "Bureau of Investigation" in 1909. 

Indicative of what the future could hold, 
perhaps, Bonaparte iL Century magazine, 
March 1910, described pressures that began 
when he took office, visits by "prominent 
lawyers representing different corporations 
or clusters of corporations with which the 
Go~ernment was, or expected soon to be, in 
litigation .... "He said when blandishments 
received no encouragement, criticisms of the 
Department soon began. 

The Bureau gradually grew, with addition 
of Selective Service and espionage respon
sibilities during World War I. Interstate au
tomobile thefts were added to its tasks in 
1919. In the pvst-World War I period the 
Justice Department and its Bureau of In
vestigation became deeply involved in the 
activities of the "Ohio gang" under Presi
dent Harding. 

President Harding's Attorney General was 
Harry M. Daugherty, an Ohio political asso
ciate. The Attorney General's intimate was 
Jesse Smith, also from Ohio, who killed 
himself in 1923 after accusations he had sold 
his \n:fluence at the Justice Department to 
lawbreakers. 

Department of Easy Virtue 
It was the era in which the Teapot Dome 

and other scandals were brewing, resulting 
in the first imprisonment of a Cabinet offi
cer in U.S. history and other massive shake
ups. The Justice Department itself was called 
the "Department of Easy Virtue." Daugher
ty tried twice in 1926 with hung juries 
each time, refused to testify for fear of self
incrimination. 

William J. Burns headed the Bureau of 
Investigation. Alpheus Thomas Mason, in 
his biography of Daugherty's successor, H ar
lan Fiske Stone: Pillar of the Law, says that 
under Burns the Bureau "had become a 
private secret service for corrupt forces 
within the government .... Included among 
the special agents were some with criminal 
records. Bureau badges and property had 
been issued to persons not employed by the 
government"-persons who worked "as con
fidential agents and informers to 'frame• 
evidence against personal enemies of the 
Harding administration .... " 

Don Whitehead said in The FBI Story that 
the Bureau was "inept and politics-riddled" 
then. Joseph Kraft wrote in Commentary 
that in 19:&4 the Bureau was "a private hole
in-the-corner goon squad for the Attorney 
General. Its arts were the arts of snooping, 
bribery and blackmail." 

Reforms 
With President Harding's death Aug. 2, 

1923, Calvin Coolidge became Chief Execu
tive. He appointed the respected Stone, for
mer dean of Columbia University's law 
school, as Attorney General after demand
ing and receiving Daugherty's resignation. 
Stone took over April 7, 1924, with instruc
tions to clean up the Justice Department. 
Yale historian John M. Blum wrote that 
Stone's appointment "completed the shift 
from obscenity to virtue.•• 

"When I became Attorney General, the 
Bureau of Investigation was ... in exceed
ingly bad odor," Justice Stone wrote in 1937 
four years before he became Chief Justice. 
He continued, as quoted by his biographer: 
"The head of the Bureau . . . had himself 
participated in serious infractions of law and 

obstructions of justice. The Bureau was filled 
with men With bad records, and many of 
them had been convicted of crime. The or
ganization was lawless, maintaining many 
activities which were without any authority 
in federal statutes, and engaging in many 
practices which were brutal and tyrannical 
in the extreme." 

Stone asked advice of Felix Frankfurter of 
Harvard University's law school, who later 
became a Supreme Court Justice, and of Sec
retary of Commerce Herbert Hoover. Mason 
relates that Frankfurter sent Stone a copy 
of a letter he had written to columnist Wal
ter Lippmann. In it Frankfurter said: 

". ~ . The key to Stone's problem is, of 
course, men. Everything is subordinate to 
personnel, for personnel determines the gov
erning atmosphere and understanding from 
which all questions of administrative or
ganization take shape." Stone told Frank
furter la:ter that he followed Frankfurter's 
suggestions "almost exactly." 

Stone had ideas for an agency based on 
Scotland Yard, his biographer says. The fu
ture Chief Justice said he wanted a director 
with police experience who was not steeped 
in the "more usual police tradition that it 
takes a crook to catch a crook, and that law
lessness and brutality are more to be relied 
upon than skill and special training." 

Herbert Hoover, whose integrity was un
questioned amid the post-Harding scandals, 
recommended 29-year-old J. Edgar Hoover
no relation-for the job. Stone appointed 
"young Hoover," as he sometimes called him, 
acting director May 10, 1924. The modern 
FBI was born on that date. 

J. Edgar Hoover 
Born Jan. 1, 1895, in a house near the U.S. 

Capitol, J. Edgar Hoover had worked as a 
Library of Congress clerk while taking night 
courses at George Washington University. 
He received his law degree in 1916 and his 
master's a year later. He joined the Justice 
Department July 26, 1917. Following bomb
ing attempts on the home of Attorney Gen
eral A. Mitchell Palmer and on targets in 
eight other cities June 2, 1919, Hoover headed 
a new general intelligence division ordered 
to study subversive activities. His first en
counters with the Communist movement in 
the United States occurred then. 

Hoover became an assistant director of the 
Bureau of Inv~stigation Aug. 22, 1921, and 
served directly under Burns until Burns' de
parture three years later. Hoover's early ac
tivities matched hiir. not only against the 
Communists but also against the Ku Klux 
Klan, powerful enough to parade 50,000 men 
down Pennsylvania Avenue in 1925. The 
Klansmen, like the Communists, would prove 
perennial foes for Hoover and his Bureau 
throughout his long career. 

Whitehead says Hoover told Attorney Gen
eral Stone he would accept appointment as 
acting director on these terms: "The Bu
reau must be divorced from politics and 
not be a catch-aU for political hacks. Ap
pointments must be based on merit. Second, 
promotions will be made on proved ability 
and the Bureau will be responsible only to 
the Attorney General." This was what Stone 
wanted. 

Seven months after he took the position, 
on Dec. 10, 1924, Hoover was appointed di
rector by Stone. Twenty-six days later Stone 
was nominated for the Supreme Court. The 
New York Times reported Hoover's appoint
ment in its issue of Dec. 23 with a single 
paragraph on the financial page. 

Building the FBI 
In 1933, when there was a question whether 

incoming Presidep.t Franklin D. Roosevelt 
would keep Hoover on, Stone wrote Frank
furter about what the new director had 
done upon taking over. Mason reports that 
Stone said Hoover "removed from the Bu-
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reau every man as to whose character there 
was any ground for suspicion. He refused 
to yield to any kind of political pressure; 
he appointed to the Bureau men of intelli
gence and education, and strove to build up 
a morale such as should control such an 
organization. He withdrew it wholly from 
extra-legal activities and made it an efficient 
organization for investigation of criminal 
otrenses against the United States." 

An identification unit was set up in the 
Bureau July 1, 1924. The Bureau's original 
collection contained 810,188 fingerprints 
transferred from Leavenworth Penitentiary 
in Kansas and from files kept by the Inter
national Association of Chiefs of Police. This 
would grow more than 200 times in years 
ahead. 

Congress June 11, 1930, authorized com
pilation of criminal statistics, and after that 
September the FBI became the clearinghouse 
for national crime statistics reported by state 
and local authorities and published as the 
"Uniform Crime Reports." Hoover said that 
corrective steps should eventually become 
possible when adequate statistics were avail
able. 

An FBI laborato1·y was established in No
vember 1932. A quarter century later, Hoover 
told Congress the laboratory had at its dis
posal "the finest crime detection facilities 
in the world." He said: "The minute stain of 
blood, the altered document, the match 
folder found at the scene of a burglary, the 
heelprint or :fleck of dust often provide the 
essential bit of evidence needed to link the 
criminal to his crime or to clear the inno
cent person." 

In the personnel field, Hoover could say 
by 1935: "More than 82 percent of the Di
vision's investigative personnel have had 
legal training or were expert accountants 
before entering the Division." Of the 600 
Special Agents in what was then called the 
division of investigation, 418 ha.d university 
degrees, he said. 

Through the early years, as ever since, 
Hoover left his personal stamp on the agency. 
On Jan. 2, 1932, Stone wrote Hoover: " ... 
it it always a comfort to me to see how com
pletely you have confirmed my judgment 
when I decided to place you at the head of 
the Bureau of Investigation. The Govern
ment can now take pride in the Bureau in
stead of feeling obliged to apologize for it." 

In later years, numerous testimonials noted 
Hoover's personal contribution to the build
ing of the FBI. In a foreword to Whitehead's 
1956 book, Hoover said: "No one person has 
built the FBI to the organization it is today." 
But Whitehead himself said, "No other agency 
in the federal government bears the imprint 
of a single personality as clearly as the Fed
eral Bureau of Investigation." The late Sen. 
Everett McKinley Dirksen (R. Ill.) 1950-
1969) said in 1968 that "the Bureau has be
come indeed a monument to one man." And 
Sen. George Murphy (R. Call!.) in proposing 
Presidential appointment and Senate con
firmation for future FBI directors, said the 
FBI, "unlike any other agency in the Gov
ernment, has grown up under the personal 
guidance and under the leadership and tute
lage of one man." 

Move into pmminence 
The kidnapping of flyer Charles Lind

bergh's 20-month-old son March 1, 1932, 
marked a turning point in FBI history. Na
tional indignation was largely responsible 
for enactment June 22, 1932, of the Federal 
Kidnapping Statute, which gave the Federal 
Government jurisdiction in kidnapping cases 
where interstate aspects exist. Hoover has 
said that prior to passage of that law the 
Bureau's work "attracted only a moderate 
degree of public attention, although it was 
extensively engaged in criminal and civil 
investigation. 

A wave of kidnappings prompted President 
Roosevelt to ask one of his early braintrust
ers, Raymond Maley, in July 1933 to review 

the Justice Department's equipment for 
dealing with the trouble. For the FBI direc
tor, this period marked the first political 
test at a time of national administration 
change from one political party to another. 

In After Seven Years, Maley said: "Part of 
what was in Roosevelt's mind, I knew, was 
a doubt about the desirability of continuing 
J. Edgar Hoover in office--a doubt, put there 
by Louis (Howe). When the administration 
had come into office in March, there were 
many rumors that Hoover was to be ousted 
in favor af a Democratic politician. I had 
vehemently defended the magnificent work 
of Hoover to the President and Louis. I like 
to think that what I did in August, 1933, 
gave me the opportunity to strengthen 
Hoover still more and to work with him in 
the development of plans that proved to be 
successful." Moley subsequently broke with 
Roosevelt. 

Congress amended the kidnapping statute 
in 1934 to allow the FBI to move into a case 
if the victim had not been freed after seven 
days, on the legal presumption that state 
lines had been crossed by that time. 

The kidnapping legislation was the first of 
a series of new laws that extended federal 
jurisdiction in a move by Congress and the 
Administration aimed at clamping down on 
widespread crime. Hoover wrote in 1935 con
cerning these laws: "This legislation, spon
sored by the Attorney General of the United 
States, unquestionably owes its eXistence to 
the realization that modern means of trans
portation and communication have given to 
organized criminal activities an interstate 
character, the combating of which requires 
the assistance of a federal enforcing agency 
not restricted by state boundaries." 

The chief cr1minal laws enacted from 1932 
to 1934 were the Federal Kidnapping Statute, 
the Federal Extortion Act, the Federal Bank 
Robbery Act, the Federal Reward Bill, the 
National Stolen Property Act, the Federal 
Anti-Racketeering Statute and the Unlaw
ful Flight To Avoid Prosecution Statute. 

Gangster era 
The new federal laws enabled the Justice 

Department to move against hoodlums run
ning unchecked in the Midwest and else
where. The job fell to Hoover's agency. Some 
of the outlaws chose to fight it out, with 
grim results. Although until then FBI agents 
could get special authorization to carry fire
arms, not until 1934, after the "Kansas City 
Massacre"-when an FBI agent and several 
police officers were killed by gangsters-did 
Congress grant the power of arrest and the 
right to bear firearms to the "G-men". 

A spectacular series of front-page head
lines ensued. In the process, the name J. 
Edgar Hoover became familiar to every Amer
ican school boy. Among the more prominent 
incidents: 

July 22, 1934: John Dillinger, described at 
the FBI in later years as perhaps the most 
notorious of these "criminals of the past," 
killed resisting arrest on a Chicago street. 
His death mask is viewed by visitors to the 
Bureau today. 

October 22, 1934: "Pretty Boy" Floyd, 
killed on an Ohio farm resisting arrest. 

November 27, 1934: "Baby Face" Nelson, 
murderer of three FBI agents, fatally 
wounded in a gun fight on an Illinois high
way. 

January 8, 1935: Russell Gibson of the 
Barber-Karpis gang, killed in a Chicago alley 
resisting arrest. 

January 16, 1935: "Ma" and Fred Barker, 
killed fighting agents in Florida. 

May 1, 1936: Alvin "Old Creepy" Karpis, 
then Public Enemy No. 1, captured in New 
Orleans, La. Karpis had sworn he would never 
be taken alive and, as Hoover later reported, 
"had threatened, in a letter sent to me as 
Director of the FBI, to invade the G-men's 
headquarters with a machine gun before 
Special Agents could get him." Hoover made 
the arrest himself. After serving a prison 

term, Karpis was deported to Canada, where 
he was still alive in 1969. 

FBI National Academy 
An offshoot of the bank robber-kidnapping 

era of the 1930s was the founding of the FBI 
National Academy to train law enforcement 
officers in modern techniques. Hoover ex
plained it at a Senate Appropriations hear
ing February 3, 1950: 

"The reason the National Academy was 
created in 1935 was that at that time we had 
a wave of kidnapping in this country, and 
there were demands that we set up a national 
police to stamp out kidnapping. I have always 
been vigorously opposed to anything savor
ing of a national police force. There was then 
a gap between the local and Federal authori
ties. There was jealousy, incompetence and 
inefficiency at the local level. 

". . . In one particular city we were in 
pursuit of John Dillinger, and we had ad
vance word that he was coming to that city 
to visit a doctor for the purpose of having 
a bullet wound treated. We went to the local 
authorities, as we usually did, and asked their 
cooperation .... 

"We surrounded the block .... An hour 
before his time for arrival the afternoon 
newspaper came out stating that Dillinger 
was due for treatment. Of course, Dillinger 
never showed up in that town. It was 2 or 3 
months later when we had the gun battle 
with him in Chicago and had to kill him. 

"That sort of thing prevailed in those days. 
but we do not find a similar situation today. 
That has been largely done away with due 
to the fact that for a period of 15 years our 
Academy has been in operation and these 
officers have come here ..• These graduates 
work with us in full cooperation and har
mony. That is the American way of avoid
ing any resemblance of national control or 
of a national pollee system to which, as I 
say, I am very much opposed." 

Hoover told the Senators: "I feel that just 
as soon as the Federal Government or any 
branch of it tries to assume a parental atti
tude in law enforcement, as was the case 
under prohibition, there is going to be a 
break-down at the local level. Local authori
ties should be compelled to handle their own 
problems of violations of local laws." 

Three years afterward, Sen. Leverett Sal
tonstall (R Mass. 1945--1967), Governor of 
Massachusetts from 1939 to 1944, told Hoover 
concerning the FBI Academy: "As Gover
nor, I know that that school is one of the 
best things, in my opinion, that the Bureau 
does." 

Nazi fifth column 
The homegrown gangs were smashed, but 

a new enemy threatened: the Nazis. Ger
many invaded Poland Sept. 1, 1939. Five days 
later President Roosevelt issued a directive 
charging the FBI with "the primary re
sponsibility for the protection of the internal 
security of the United States," as Hoover 
put it. This World War II action was at
tributed largely to the confusion that had 
resulted during World War I, when more 
than 20 agencies had investigated activities 
of spies and saboteurs. 

The FBI took in 33 German agents the 
weekend of June 28, 1941. The day after the 
attack on Pearl Harbor, 1, 771 aliens deemed 
to be dangerous were taken into custody
the first of more than 16,000 aliens even
tually arrested by the FBI. 

"I recall in the pre-war years that the 
FBI was criticized on the ill-founded prem
ise that nothing was being done to meet 
the Nazi-Fascist-Japanism threat to our in
ternal security," Hoover testified before the 
House Committee on Un-American Activi
ties March 26, 1947. " ... When the time 
came to act the FBI was fully prepared to 
carry out its responsibilities. There was not 
one successful enemy-directed act of sabo
tage during the war and enemy espionage 
was kept under complete control." 

There were criticisms alleging violations 
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of civil Uberties, among other things. Morris 
L. Ernst, counsel for the American Civil 
Liberties Union, wrote a few years later, 
however, that although he was the lawyer 
for some suspected subversives (subsequent
ly acquitted) who were rounded up after 
Pearl Harbor, "I must admit that Mr. Hoover 
had a justification in picking up my clients; 
there was cause for suspicion, and no in
justice was done." (For additional Ernst 
views, see box p. 10.) 

Hoover afterward told of another aspect 
of the FBI's post-Pearl Harbor activities: 

"For more than two years the FBI had 
found that enemy spying in the United 
States tied in closely with Axis activities 
among sister republics to the south. When 
advised of the information revealed by FBI 
investigations in the United States, South 
American countries enthusiastically agreed 
to cooperate. Many republics asked for FBI 
liaison agents to work with their own police 
and intelligence forces." In 1947 Congress 
established the Central Intelligence Agency, 
which has taken responsibility for intelli
gence activities outside the United States. 

In the quarter century since World War II 
ended, two developments have occupied much 
of the FBI's attention and resources: crime 
and Communist acU\-i.ty. Hoover has said re
peatedly that both of them constitute a 
major danger -to Americans' personal free
dom. 

HOOVER AND CRIME 

Hoover saw corruption among public offi
cials at close quarters early in his career. His 
war with lawbreakers has continued ever 
since. 

Through the years he has watched the 
rates of reported crime rocket ever higher, 
to the point that he says crime and related 
factors threaten the Republic's survival. 
While providing the investigative resources 
for Justice Department officials to make 
policy decisions on, Hoover has come, through 
the years, to view his position as an educa
tional medium by which to inform the people 
of factors he deems important to their wel
fare. More than any other public official in 
m-odern times, Hoover has issued a steady 
series of warnings, reports and commen
taries based on his agency's findings, many 
of them sharply critical of what he sees as 
shortcomings in the American process. In 
doing so he has stepped on many toes. 

Twenty-five years ag-o Hoover was predict
ing alarming lawlessness ahead unless dras
tic changes were made, particularly by par
ents in raising their children. He cited rising 
juvenile delinquency during World War U 
and noted that young offenders would be
come the adult offenders of future years. 

He was co-author of an article in Woman's 
Home Companion, January 1944, entitled 
"Mothers . • . Our Only H-ope," which said 
that what the country was up against was 
"not juvenile delinquency but adult delin
quency." He said, "Adult delinquency on a 
nationwide scale preceded Pearl Harbor by at 
least two generations." 

The next year, The Rotarian published a 
Hoover article captioned, "There Will Be a 
Postwar Crime Wave Unless-It's Blocked by 
Direct Action Sparked by a Revival of Some 
Old-Fashioned Virtues." It began: 

"Like the sulphurous lava which boils 
beneath a slumbering volcano--such is the 
status of crime in America today." Noting "a 
tremendous increase in juvenile crime since 
the outbreak of the war," Hoover said the 
problem "has a very definite relation to the 
problem of crime in the future." 

Moral deterioration 
Hoover has viewed crime as indicative of 

broader and deeper ailments among Amer
icans, of failure of large numbers to meet 
their responsibilities as parents and citizens. 
On Feb. 5, 1959, for example, he told a House 
Appropriations subcommittee that crime was 
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"a continuous, increasing menace, growing 
alarmingly faster than the population of the 
country." He said: 

" ... Basically, the present increase in 
criminal activity reflects a moral deteriora
tion among vast segments of our population. 
N-ot only does this moral deterioration exist 
within the criminal element itself, but it 
also has corrupted millions of other Amer
ican citizens who obey the law themselves 
yet who passively tolerate immorality and 
disrespect for authority within their com
munities." 

The crime increase, Hoover said, "clearly 
indicates that growing numbers of our citi
zens have been afflicted by a sickness which 
I call the 'decadence disease.' Its symptoms 
are lethargy, self-indulgence, and the princi
ple of pleasure before duty." 

A year later, on Feb. 8, 1960, Hoover again 
spoke of "moral deterioration among growing 
segments of our population." He suggested at 
an Appropriations C-ommittee hearing that 
this was reflected not only in overt crime "but 
also in the willingness of many law-abiding 
Americans to compromise their ideals if an 
easy dollar can be made." 

Hoover testified April 17, 1969, that the 
crime problem "now has greater significance 
than at any time in our history .... Crime 
has reached such proportions that morality, 
integrity, law and order and other cherished 
principles of this country's great heritage are 
fighting for their very survival in many com
munities today .... We mw;t not be deluded 
by those who resort to academic and irrele
vant smokescreens in an attempt to explain 
away the basic crime problem." 

Solutions 
Hoover summed up his views on how to 

stem the rapid growth of crime, so far as the 
criminal justice aspects are concerned, when 
he told a House Appropriations Committee 
hearing Feb. 23, 1968: 

"I have always said there are three factors 
I believe that will put a brake on crime: 
First, prompt apprehension; second, prompt 
trials and elimination of delays such as 
postponements and plea bargaining; and 
third, substantial sentences commensurate 
with the type of crime committed .... 

" ... Strict impartial law enforcement 
coupled with the elimination of crime's huge 
profits and soft justice most certainly are 
immediate factors which I and many others 
believe can lead to a reduction in our spiral
ing volume of crime. And by justice I mean 
that type of justice which keeps the balance 
true and affords the law-abiding public an 
even break." 

Hoover has resisted proposals to make fed
eral forces responsible for enforcing the law 
at state and local levels. "Local law enforce
ment represents this country's first line of 
defense in its efforts to control crime since 
the crime problem has its roots and draws its 
vitality at the local community level. This is 
where the war against crime must be won" he 
said in 1969. 

At the same time, the FBI Academy main
tains a steady and expanding program of 
training local police officials, and the re
sources of the FBI laboratory, fingerprinting 
files and criminal records facilities are among 
the services made available to police through
out the country. 

The FBI director has promised no magic 
sesame in conquering dishonesty in public 
office where federal law violations are not a 
factor. Here again he places the primary re
sponsibility on the local citizens. "There is a 
complacency at the adult level of accepting 
too freely and too easily corruption, graft, 
and matters of that kind," Hoover said at 
the 1960 Congressional hearing. "Many citi
zens come to see me and want to know 
whether something can't be done to clean up 
the community from which they come. I say, 
•That matter does not fall within federal 
jurisdiction. It is up to the state or local au-

thorities. What you ought to do is go back 
and elect honest and efficient men to public 
office.' 

"The answer invariably received is, 'We 
don't want to get mixed up in politics.' No 
community gets any better law enforcement 
than it deserves or it wants. The citizen must 
take an active part in local civic affairs and 
keep the spotlight of publicity on the activi
ties of their community officials.'' 

Parole abuses 
As the most prestigious spokesman for pro

fessional law enforcement people, the FBI 
director has for years sharply criticized what 
he calls abuses in the parole and probation 
system. In 1939 he said, "It is time that 
sound, practical, business-like methods su
persede the whims of the gushing, well-wish
ing, mawkish sentimentalist." He has spoken 
with equal bluntness many times since. 

Hoover once put his position this way: 
"I am unalterably opposed to abuses in our 
system of parole, probation and other forms 
of clemency which result in repeated parole, 
probation, or other clemency being granted 
to those who give no indication of reforma
tion." 

In 1959, Hoover told a House committee 
that 93 of the 110 criminals listed among the 
FBI's "10 most wanted fugitives" since March 
1950 had received parole, probation or other 
forms of clemency. "The validity of the prin
ciple of parole, probation, and other forms of 
clemency is not a question in issue" Hoover 
said. "I want to make that very clear. When
ever I make any statement criticizing the 
administration of clemency procedures, I am 
charged with being opposed to those prin
ciples rather than the maladministration on 
the part of those in charge of the programs." 

As the years passed without appreciable 
results, Hoover continued to hammer on the 
need for clemency reforms, often under ques
tioning by Members of Congress during his 
annual or semiannual trips to Capitol Hill. 
On Feb. 10, 1966, Hoover testified to a House 
group that there seemed to exist "a new 
privileged class in America-the repeating of
fender.'' He said that "terror-stricken crime 
victims must often wonder, when they hear 
the ceaseless clamor for unlimited concern 
for the rights of criminals, whether they too 
have any civil rights." 

Hoover told Congressmen in April 1969 that 
of the first 300 individuals named on the "10 
most wanted" lists, 234 had received some 
form of judicial leniency. "The growing call 
for recognition of the rights of our law
abiding majority has become a clamor," he 
said. "Our citizens have simply become over
whelmed with what they consider unwar
ranted concern with the rights of repeating 
offenders. They demand a fair share of re
gard for the security of their families, them
selves and their homes." 

Hoover's statements on t~is subject, as on 
some others, awakened echoes of the view
point expressed late in life by Chief Justice 
Stone, whom Hoover called the father of the 
FBI. The late Chief Justice, upon receiving 
an honorary degree from Yeshiva College in 
New York on May 23, 1944, said: " ... man
kind, despite its long and painful struggle 
up from barbarism, is not yet ready to accept 
in its fullness the ultimate truth that there 
can be no civilized society, there can be no 
peace or happiness among men, without free
dom of the spirit and of the mind for all 
men-and I may say also, unless we pre
serve intact the capacity for righteous indig
nation at every form of cruelty and injustice, 
and the urge to give vigorous expression to 
it." 

HOOVER AND COMMUNISM 

Hoover's war with Communism opened in 
1919, when the Communists were tightening 
their grip on Russia. An editor's note in his 
latest b-ook on the subject, J. Edgar Hoover 
on Communism published in 1969, com-
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ments: "Even after 50 years, the battle is not 
over." 

As a young attorney in the Justice De
partment, Hoover was assigned after World 
War I to prepare a legal brief on the new 
Community party and Communist Labor 
party in the United States. After a detailed 
study of documents and activities, Hoover 
submitted to the Attorney General a brief 
1n which he concluded: "These doctrines 
threaten the happiness of the community, 
the sa.fety of every individual, and the con
tinuance of every home and fireside. They 
would destroy the peace of the country and 
thrust it into a condition of anarchy and 
lawlessness and immorality that passees 
imagination." 

Recalling that incident in Masters of De
ceit, first published in 1958, the FBI Director 
said: "Today, as I write these words, my 
conclusions of 1919 remain the same. Com
munism is the major menace of our time. 
Today, it threatens the very existence of our 
Western civilization ... 

". . . There is no doubt that America is 
now the prime target of international com
munism." 

As the man chiefly responsible for investi
gating internal threats over a half century, 
Hoover reiterated in his 1969 book, as he has 
elsewhere: "America remains the primary 
target of international communism, as it has 
been for over fifty years." 

Hoover's repeated statements on subver
sion and espionage have placed him in oppo
sition to persons who contend that the do
mestic Communist threat has long been exag
gerated. Nevertheless, he has consistently re
ceived unswerving support from Congress, 
Presidents and the public. Former President 
Eisenhower wrote in Mandate for Change, 
concerning his selections of Cabinet members 
and other officials as he prepared to take office 
in 1953: 

"And here I digress long enough to say 
that there had come to my ears during this 
interregnum a story to the effect that J. Ed
gar Hoover, head of the FBI, had been out 
of favor in Washington. Such was my re
spect for him that I invited him to a meet
ing, my only purpose being to assure him 
that I wanted him tn government as long 
as I might be there and that in the per
formance of his duties he would have the 
complete support of my office." The period 
was one when public feelings were running 
high amid controversy involving Sen. Joseph 
M. McCarthy (R. Wis.), among others. 

A chronicle of the FBI's role in what Hoo
ver has called a war would constitute a siz
able section of contemporary American his
tory. It would be studded with names that 
made the front pages in their day-Alger 
Hiss, Whitaker Chambers, Elizabeth Bentley, 
Harry Dexter White and a large number of 
others. 

It would tell of controversy among Amer
icans over loyalty checks and of the pro
longed struggles in the Legislative, Execu
tive and Judicial Branches over Communist 
registration legislation and other attempts 
to cope with what Americans found an un
familiar type of assault. It would deal with 
conflicts in organized labor, which resulted 
in expulsion of some unions from the CIO 
on grounds of Communist infiltration or 
domination, and with similar conflicts within 
the motion picture industry. (For discussions 
of the subject centering around Congres
sional investigations, see Congress and the 
Nation, Vol. I, Chap.17.) 

The chronicle would deal with these and 
more. As Hoover had suggested in his original 
brief, the controversy wrought by doctrines 
of Marxism-Leninism and attempts to deal 
with them did indeed destroy the peace of 
some sectors of the country. Disagreements in 
high places-in the White House, on the 
question of whether the Communist problem 
was a "red herring," and in the Supreme 
Court, concerning the constitutionality of 

various approaches-reflected the controversy 
among the American people. Some persons 
would make accusations involving such 
prominent figures as Mr. Eisenhower. 

In the sometimes raging public debate from 
World War II on, Hoover, in addition to his 
investigative tasks, which were necessarily 
secret for long periods: 

Issued many statements and discussions 
setting forth the facts on Communism with
in the United States as he and his colleagues 
saw them. 

Repeatedly stressed the virtues of a positive 
rather than a negative response to the threat 
of totalitarianism from any quarter. 

Struck with equal sharpness at extremists 
on the right and the left. 

Attacks responses 
Among Hoover's foes was The Nation, 

which published two anonymous articles in 
July 1943, headed "Washington Gestapo." 
The writer called World War II inquiries into 
federal employees' loyalty "an obscene at
tack on the elemental decencies. President 
Roosevelt himself could not qualify for work 
in a war agency. Did he not entertain the 
Soviet Premier, Molotov, in the White 
House?" Attacking the FBI and the Civil 
Service Commission, the articles added, "Ac
tually, the investigative agencies work hand 
in hand with each other and the witch-hunt
ing committees of Congress." And, the writer 
added, "J. Edgar Hoover ... has a long record 
of hostility to Negroes." Other critics made 
similar charges. 

Hoover has told Congressional committees 
many times essentially what he wrote in The 
FBI Story foreword: " ... We neither evaluate 
the results of our investigations nor make 
recommendations. We do not inject ourselves 
into the administrative operations of other 
agencies of government by saying who is loyal 
and who is not loyal or who is a security risk 
or who is suitable for service in the federal 
government." Hoover has denied charges of 
racial bias. 

On May 3, 1946, the House approved a raise 
in Hoover's salary to $14,000, just under the 
Attorney General's $15,000. Rep. John J. Mc
Cormack (D Mass.) , then Majority Leader, 
said the action "will constitute an answer to 
the unfair critics of this great man, and to 
show that in this body he has friends." The 
pages of the Congressional Record through 
the years contain many similar comments 
regarding Hoover. 

The FBI director told the House Committee 
on Un-American Activities on March 26, 
1947: "Anyone who opposes the American 
Communist is at once branded as a 'dis
rupter,' a 'Fascist,' a 'Red baiter,' or a 'Hitler
ite,' and becomes the object of a systematic 
campaign of character assassination. This is 
easily understood because the basic tactics of 
the Communist Party are deceit and trick
ery. . . . The best antidote to Communism 
is vigorous, intelligent, old-fashioned Amer
icanism with eternal vigilance .... As Amer
icans, our most e1Iective defense is a work
able democracy that guarantees and preserves 
our cherished freedoms." Hoover has made 
clear on various occasions that he does not 
consider all criticism as stemming from sus
pect sources. 

Among the Committee members present 
that March 26 was Rep. Richard M. Nixon (R 
Calif. 1947-1950). The next year Nixon played 
a key role in breaking the Hiss case, which 
ended in Hiss' conviction and imprisonment. 
The friendly relationship formed in the 1940s 
between the young Representative and 
Hoover has endured ever since. (For details 
on Hiss case, see Congress and the Nation 
Vol. I, p. 1694.) 

New duties 
The atomic era added new duties to the 

FBI. In the Atomic Energy Act of 1946, Con
gress specified that violations of the Act 
should be investigated by the FBI and pro
vided that except in emergencies the Atomic 

Energy Commission should not employ any
one "until the Federal Bureau of Investiga
tion shall have made an investigation and 
report to the Coinmission on the character, 
associations, and loyalty of such individ
ual .. · . . _. .... 

The FBI refers today to the theft of U.S. 
atomic bomb secrets as "the crime of the 
century." Hoover was a witness at a Senate 
Appropriations Committee hearing Feb. 3, 
1950, the day the British government an
nounced the arrest of Klaus Fuchs, one of its 
top atomic scientists. "Notwithstanding the 
statements of some individuals in this coun
try that we are a Gestapo and merely trying 
to be a 'thought' police, Dr. Fuchs would not 
have been apprehended but for the investi
gative work of the FBI," Hoover said. 

Fuchs pleaded guilty to charges in connec
tion with the passing of atomic secrets to the 
Soviet Union. The action dated back to 1943 
and 1944. Subsequently several Americans 
were arrested and convicted in the case. 
(Congress and the Nation Vol. I, 277.) 

The Joint Congressional Committee on 
Atomic Energy said afterward: "lt is hardly 
an exaggeration to say that Fuchs alone has 
influenced the safety of more people and ac
complished greater damage than any other 
spy not only in the history of the United 
States but in the history of nations." 

Hoover i;old a House Appropriations· Com- · 
mittee hearing Feb. 23, 1968: "Soviet policy 
as to world espionage has remained essen
tially unchanged throughout the history of 
the Soviet Union. Although the names of the 
Soviet intelligence services differ today from 
what they were 20 years ago when Joseph 
Stalin was Premier, the objective of world 
conquest by Communism has never wavered. 
The change over the years has been not a 
change in objective but a steady intensifica
tion of the effort to reach that objective, the 
destruction of a capitalistic country . . . ." 

Hoover touched on a point he has dis
cussed on other occasions: ". . . There is a 
growing apathetic attitude toward Commu
nism, its danger to this country and also to
ward the activities of the Soviet Government. 
This is not a question of supposition but it is 
a fact. We know the people who are threats to 
our country, what they are doing in this 
country and what their goals are." 

In his latest of several books on Commu
nism, Hoover said: "To the hard-core Marx
ists in America, the 'new style' program is not 
designed to promote legitimate reforms in so
ciety. Rather, Party's post-Stalinist format 
is to create conditions which, sooner or later, 
will bring about a communist transforma
tion in our capitalist-democratic society .... 

"Communism is a totalitarian philosophy 
which embraces all phases of human life: 
education, art, literature, the press, etc. It is 
all-encompassing .... 

"In the United States, no indication is ap
parent that communism has changed even 
in the slightest from its historic Marxist
Leninist core of a materialist atheistic con
spiracy dedicated to overthrowing the insti
tutions of our society. Communism is not, 
as some claim, becoming more democratic 
through the passage of time." 

Hoover has come out as strongly against 
what he considers threats from ultracon
servative sources as against ultraliberal 
sources. " ... There is as much danger in 
moving too far to the 'right' as there is in 
swinging too far to the 'left,' " he said in 
Newsweek June 9, 1947. "There is little choice 
between Fascism and Communism. Both are 
totalitarian, anti-democratic and god
less .... " In that article he said of the House 
Committee on Un-American Activities, which 
went through much criticism throughout its 
existence: "As this committee fulfills its ob
ligation of public disclosure of facts it is 
worthy of the support of loyal, patriotic 
Americans.'' In The American Magazine, Oc
tober 1954, Hoover wrote in an article en
titled "The Communists Are After Our 
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Minds": ". • . False accusations and careless 
instinuations can do more to destroy our way 
of life than to preserve it." 

When he appeared on May 14, 1964, before 
the Warren Commission investigating the as
sassination of President John F. ~ennedy, 
Hoover was asked to comment on a published 
item alleging that the late President was a 
Communist agent. Hoover replied: 

"I think the extreme right is just as much 
a danger to the freedom of this country as 
the extreme left. There are groups, organiza
tions, and individuals on the extreme right 
who make these very violent statements, al
legations that General Eisenhower was a 
Communist, disparaging references to the 
Chief Justice and at the other end of the 
spectrum you have these leftists who make 
wild statements charging almost anybody 
with being a Fascist or belonging to some of 
these so-called extreme right societies. Now, 
I have felt, and I have said publicly in 
speeches, that they are just as much a dan
ger, at either end of the spectrum. They 
don't deal with facts. Anybody who will 
allege that General Eisenhower was a Com
munist agent, has something wrong with 
him." 

Positive Approach. While he has not hesi
tated to speak in the strongest terms about 
those he considers beyond the pale at both 
ends of the political spectrum, Hoover has 
consistently and repeatedly emphasized an 
affirmative stance as Americans' proper de
fense against inroads by the Communists. 
On such occasions his convictions as a 33rd
degree Mason have come into evidence. Typi
cal of Hoover's advice on these lines was that 
which he gave Nov. 13, 1954, upon receiving 
the Cardinal Gibbons award from Catholic 
University alumni in Washington, D.C.: 

"Real security in the :final analysis rests 
within the hearts and minds of all our peo
ple. It must be directed toward the common 
goal: the general welfare of all people. Real 
security must start in the home where par
ents teach the fundamental lessons of com
mon decency-the virtues of thrift, temper
ance, tolerance, the dignity of hard work, 
respect for the rights of others and, above 
all, the fundamental of all life: God has 
created, God rules and God can destroy .... 

"What we need most in this country are 
the things unseen-spirt tual development, 
moral power and character. There can be no 
real or complete education without the in
culcation of moral principles." 

Ten years later he wrote in the Harvard 
Business Review, January-February 1964: 
"Our approach toward communism must 
not be negative or defeatist. We are against 
communism, but that is not enough. We 
must stand for something-the moral and 
spiritual forces which make for decency, 
honesty and understanding. These ideals are 
what give strength to America." 

Hoover has received cooperation from 
some national org!\nizations in his efforts to 
circulate information concerning the goals, 
techniques and doctrines of the Commu
nist movement in this country. Among the 
foremost organizations is the American Le
gion. Cartha D. DeLoach, an assistant to the 
director who is among those mentioned 
prominently as a possible successor to 
Hoover, was national vice commander of the 
Legion in 1959 and since then has been 
chairman of its national public relations 
commission. 

Hoover concluded a chapter of his own 
Masters of Deceit by quoting from Don 
Whitehead's The FBI Story. Hoover said 
Whitehead spoke "most accurately" 1n 
saying: 

"The top command of the FBI have no 
illusions that communism can be destroyed 
in the United States by the lnvestigation, 
prosecution and conviction of Communist 
Party leaders .... 

"The FBI knows that the bigger job lies 
with the free world's intellectuals.-the 

philosophers, the thinkers wherever they 
may be, the professors and scientists and 
scholars and students. These people who 
think, the intellectuals if you please, are 
the ones who can and must convince men 
that communism is evil. The world's intel
lectuals themselves must see that commu
nism is the deadliest enemy that intellectu
alism and liberalism ever had. They must 
be as willing to dedicate themselves to this 
cause as the Communists have been to dedi
cate themselves to their cause." 

THE FBI TODAY 

The Federal Bureau of Investigation has 
grown from its unimpressive beginnings into 
what many persons call history's greatest 
investigative agency. Of more than 17,000 
authorized employees for 1970, some 7,000 
are special agents. The rest are mostly cleri
cal staff. Tholtgh this is far larger than when 
Hoover took over in 1924, the agent force 
is smaller than some city police forces. 

Many new responsibilities have been 
added to the agency over the years, making 
growth inevitable. Criticized by some per
sons on grounds of "empire-building," 
Hoover told a House Appropriations Com
mittee hearing Jan. 24, 1964, concerning a 
proposal to move narcotics jurisdiction to 
the Justice Department, that the FBI could 
handle the additional work technically. He 
added, however: 

"But I am against, and have been for many 
years, the growth of the FBI. I think we are 
entirely too big today, bigger than we should 
be. I would have liked to see the FBI remain 
small; but that has been impossible because 
Congress has yearly enacted legislation ex
panding the investigative jurisdiction of the 
Bureau." 

Over the years, Hoover has insisted on 
keeping the FBI-both as an institution and 
through its individual personnel-above sus
picion and free from outside influences. He 
will not tolerate, either from his employees 
or from the institution itself, deviation from 
the standards laid down. This has meant a 
steady effort against varied pressures. It has 
also produced criticism. 

"In the FBI our objective in any investiga
tion is to secure the facts which will estab
lish the truth or falsity of e. complaint oral
legation," Hoover wrote in Masters of Deceit. 
"We do not evaluate nor do we ma.ke recom
mendations for a course of action as to 
whether a man should be prosecuted, hired, 
or removed from a job. The FBI is strictly a 
fact-gathering agency, responsible, in turn, 
to the Attorney General, the President, the 
Congress, and, in the last analysis, to the 
American people. The investigative and ad
judicatory processes simply do not belong in 
the same organization ... 

Men of the FBI 
The future of the FBI rests with the men 

who carry out its tasks. Hoover has insisted 
on rigid discipline. The absence of scandal 
that has characterized the agency is a meas
ure of his success in imbuing his force with 
the spirit symbolized on the FBI's blue and 
gold seal in the words "Fidelity, Bravery, 
Integrity." 

In addition to careful screening of recruits 
from applicants required to meet high edu
cational and character standards, the new 
agents are put through 14 weeks of training. 

"As regards appearance, Mr. Congressman, I 
certainly would not want to have any of the 
beatniks with long sideburns and beards as 
employees in the Bureau," Hoover told a 
House subcommittee Feb. 10, 1966. Agents 
must deal with all kinds of people, he said. 
They have to sell themselves to them to get 
their confidence to obtain the information 
thart; they need." 

Hoover said that the FBI cooperated with 
the television show "The FBI,'' and he took 
note of the public image portrayed by Efrem 
Zimbalist Jr., the inspector. "I want our 
special agents to live up to that 11llage," 
Hoover said. 

Slx years earlder, the FBI director had told 
the subcommittee: "Youth must have its 
hero. They should have a decent hero, like 
a famous atthletic star or public :figure, in
stead of having some hoodlum like a Jesse 
James or someone of that type." 

The Los Angeles Times reported in 1967 
that the advertising agency for the TV show's 
sponsor was J. Walter Thompson. The agency 
has provided several of President Nixon's top 
aides. 

"Our investigative staff represents a cross 
section of the entire country,'' Hoover said 

· in 1959. "Those now in the service have at
tended over 800 colleges and universities 
They come from all walks of life. They have 
made a living, or acquired some degree of 
proficiency, in 181 businesses and professions, 
55 trades or crafts, and 34 separate :fields of 
scientific endeavor." 

Twenty-three FBI agents have been killed 
in line of duty. Since the list of the top 10 
most wanted criminals began in 1950, 284 
persons on it have been captured. Through 
the years, the FBI has marked up a high 
percentage of convictions in oases based on 
its investigations, a fact that spokesmen cite 
as indicating thorough and careful work. In 
:fiscal 1968, convictions were obtained against 
97.3 percent of the persons brought to trial 
during the year. Of the 13,059 convictions 
that year, 11,190 (85.7 percent) were on 
guilty pleas; the rest followed trials before 
judge or jury. These percentages were typical 
of other years. 

Hoover asks no more of his men than he 
does of himself. His dedication to his job is 
legendary. A bachelor, he was once described 
by an assistant director as "married to his 
job," with his employees to some extent tak
ing the place of family. As often as two or 
three times a day, Hoover recognizes employ
ment anniversaries of 10 or 20 years or longer 
by greeting agents or clerks in his omce 
together with their families, posing for pic
tures with them and presenting them with a 
service key. 

"Mr. Hoover is a very warm individual in 
spite of the impressions you may get from 
the printed page," said Louis B. Nichols, 
former assistant to the director. Hoover is 
godfather of Nichols' son, John Edgar, born 
in 1939. "He has a great concern for people," 
Nichols said of Hoover. "He does a lot of 
things for people that nobody hears about, 
because that is part of his markup, the way 
he is." If someone in the Bureau gets sick, 
Hoover takes steps to see he is taken care of, 
both Nichols and others say. "If he thinks 
somebody is suffering from overwork, he'll 
order them to take a vacation," Nichols 
added. 

Hoover joshed for their paunchiness an 
audience of 1,700 at the 1967 rulnual conven
tion of the Society of Former Special Agents 
of the FBI. "While I recogni21e many of the 
faces, I don't recognize the size of the bodies," 
he was quoted as saying. 

About 62 percent of the special agent staff 
on the rolls Apri11, 1969, had been with the 
FBI for 10 years or longer. Of 15,811 em
ployees at the time, 6,293, or 40 percent, had 
10 years of service or more. 

Some who depart move into top positions. 
Nichols became a senior executive of Schenley 
Industries Inc., after retiring from the FBI; 
he served as one of six . senior advisers to 
President Nixon in his 1968 campaign. Rep. 
William T. Cahill (R N.J.), an FBI agent in 
1937-38, was elected Governor of New Jersey 
Nov. 4. (See box p. 8.) 

Murphy of Oalifornia told the Senate in 
1968 that one thing that is overlooked "is 
the number of times that this great man, Mr. 
Hoover, has been offered opportunities to 
leave his position and go into industry, to 
make his fortune, to fill his bank account 
with gold, if you will." 

FBI National Academy 
The academy at Quantico Marine Base in 

Virginia 1s being greatly enlarged. Congress 
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ln the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe 
Streets Act of 1968 authorized expansion of 
capacity from 200 graduates a year to 2,000 
a ye·ar, plus short courses for up to 1,000 other 
police officers. Since its founding in 1935, the 
academy had graduated 5,435 persons through 
1968, including 161 from 38 foreign countries. 

Hoover told Congress that of the academy 
graduates who were active in law enforce
ment in 1969, nearly 28 percent were execu
tive heads of their agencies. "The FBI Na
tional Academy has been a vital and dynamic 
force in the law enforcement profession and 
today stands as the West Point of law en
forcement training," he said. 

Identification Bureau 
From the original 800,000 fingerprint cards, 

the Bureau's files have kept pace with popu
lation and crime growth. As of Jan. 1, 1969, 
the files contained 190,514,720 sets of finger
prints, representing an estimated 82,833,574 
individuals. Of these, Hoover said, 17,777,268 
persons were in the police files and 65,056,306 
persons were in civil categories. By Dec. 10, 
1969, the files had grown to 194,788,120 finger
print cards. 

FBI LaboratoTy 

Scientific examinations by the FBI Labora
tory climbed in number every year from 1950, 
reaching a record 342,690 in fiscal 1968. Serv
ice is provided free of charge to state and 
local law enforcement agencies and other 
U.S. Government agencies. 
National Crime Information Center (NCIC) 

The newest weapon developed by the FBI 
for use against criminals is a computer net
work. Hoover presented information to legis
lators in April 1969 that described the system 
as follows: 

"One of the most important developments 
in the history of law enforcement, the NCIC 
provides a computerized index of information 
concerning crimes and criminals of nation
wide interest. . . . Vital information can be 
obtained from the national index in a matter 
of seconds and made available to the police 
officer on the street." 

The system has terminals serving law agen
cies in nearly all states and at the Royal 
Canadian Mounted Police headquarters at 
Ottawa. 

The system contained 913,469 records by 
April 1, 1969. The FBI said it handles more 
than 33,000 messages a day, answering in
quiries in an average of less than 10 seconds 
each. 

FBI Building 
A new FBI building is under construction 

on Pennsylvania Avenue near the Justice 
Department in Washington. When it is com
pleted, Hoover S"aid, FBI functions now car
ried on in eight different buildings will be
come centralized. 

OUTLOOK 

Hoover told a Senate Appropriations Sub
committee March 27, 1953, in discussing the 
FBI's expanding fingerprint files: 

"Whenever a person dies or reaches the age 
of 75, we remove the print from our active 
records because by that time he is no longer 
considered active in the criminal field." 

Pressed to amplify, he explained that the 
prints were not destroyed but were placed in 
a separate file. "By the time an individual 
who has been in criminal activity becomes 75 
years of age his activities are pretty well cir
cumscribed," Hoover said. 

Now reaching that age himself, Hoover has 
drawn criticism for staying in office. When 
President-elect Nixon announced in Decem
ber 1968 that Hoover would stay on, The New 
York Times said editorially: 

"Like time and the river, J. Edgar Hoover 
is apparently destined to go on forever:' The 
newspaper added, "Mr. Hoover has outlived 
his usefulness, and often exceeded his au
thority." He had acted, the editorial said, 
as "a law unto himself." 

Many other Americans dl1Ier with those 
views and concur with the House resolution 
that expressed the hope in 1964 that he would 
continue as director "for many years to 
come." Rep. John J . Rooney (D N.Y.), chair
man of the House Appropriations Committee 
welcomed Hoover to a 1966 hearing as "the 
distinguished and indestructible director" of 
the FBI. He told Hoover two years earlier that 
"we are indeed proud of the fact that we have 
you as one of the greatest administrators in 
government." Both the House and the Senate 
have consistently given the FBI the funds it 
has asked for. 

Rep. Prince H. Preston Jr. (D Ga. 1947-
1961) concluded a complimentary exchange 
with Hoover at an Appropriations Committee 
hearing Feb. 8, 1960, by saying. "I think that 
in the Congress the Federal Bureau of In
vestigation probably is held in the highest 
regard by the largest number of Members of 
any agency in Government." Expressing 
agreement were Representatives Robert L. 
F. Sikes (D Fla.), Frank T. Bow (R Ohio) 
and Glenard P. Lipscomb (R Calif.). 

In the 1968 Presidential campaign, Demo
cratic primary candidate Eugene J. McCarthy 
called for Hoover's retirement. McCarthy said 
that he felt the FBI, along with the Selective 
Service, was among institutions that had 
gone beyond political control and that he be
lieved Hoover had "independent authority." 
McCarthy said Hoover had been in office so 
long that he tended to regard the FBI "as a 
kind of fief." 

One of Hoover's relatively few open critics, 
Fred J. Cook, wrote in The FBI Nobody 
Knows (1964): "The greatest sin of Hoover 
and the FBI is th-at, by a monumental prop
aganda effort, they have made themselves 
sacrosanct. Once a man, an institution, is 
en!;Jhrined on a pedestal above the law, im
pervious to criticism, democracy loses the 
fine edge of its freedom and takes a long 
stride toward authoritarianism." Cook 
challenged the FBI's performance in the 
Hiss case, and atomic thefts case, the 1960 
San Francisco rioting during a House Com
mittee on Un-American activities hearing, 
and in the field of civil i'ights, in which Cook 
contended that "the vaunted FBI has been 
a complete and abject failure." 

In 1965 President Johnson said on na
tional television, in announcing the arrests 
of four Ku Klux Klan members in Alabama 
in the slaying of Mrs. Viola Liuzzo March 
25, 1965: "I cannot express myself too 
strongly in praising Mr. Hoover and the men 
of the FBI for their excellent work in han
dling this investigation. It is in keeping with 
the dedicated approach that thiS tireless 
organization has shown throughout the 
turbulent era of civil rights controversies." 

Books and counter-books have been pub
lished on these and other issues, examining 
criticisms in detail and presenting the re
buttals. Both Whitehead and the Overstreets 
went into many of the charges that have 
been leveled against the Bureau over the 
years and presented their findings. 

"A person who tries to decide between 
Hoover's warnings of what could make the 
FBI illlto a poli.ce-state instrument and his 
critics' charges that it is such an instru
ment ends up dealing with relative degrees 
of convincingness, not with absolute proofs," 
the Overstreets wrote. 

Whitehead said that "there is one condi
tion under which the FBI could become a 
'Gesta-po: This could happen 1f the tradi
tional checks and restraints were corrupted 
or eliminated by a dictatorial government, 
and the FBI was then used as a political 
tool." Hoover himself said in the foreword: 
"The FBI should never be permitted to be
come an independent agency, operating with
out the checks and controls under which it 
now operates." 

The OVemtreets listed among safeguards 
built into the FBI by Hoover and his asso-

elates a standard of professional conduct, 
the chain-of-command structure and the 
stabilizing presence of a force of dedicated 
agents with 10 years or more of service. The 
Overstreets, too, had a warning: 

"During Hoover's directorship, we have 
all been oddly protected by the 'rhinoceros' 
skin which he says he has had to develop. 
The post-Hoover Bureau could promptly be
come a menance if its Director were to let 
any pressure group influence his decisions. 
It would become intolerable if he were either 
to ally himself With any one cause or to let 
the Bureau be turned into a prize to be con
tended for by advocates of rival causes." 

Hoover told a House group in 1964: " I real
ize the brickbats come, but I judge the 
source from which they come. Many times 
criticisms come from sources and individuals 
who, had they not criticized us, would have 
caused me great concern." 

In Mr. Nixon, Hoover has a President with 
whom he ha.s enjoyed a long and comforh
ble relationship. The President dined at 
Hoover's house in 1969. Ralph de Toledano, 
in a 1960 biography, Nixon, said Mr. Nixon 
was once interested in joining the FBI. Mr. 
Nixon took and passed the FBI examination, 
the author said, but decided against joining 
if accepted. Toledano added: "Hoover never
theless likes tp consider Nixon 'one of my 
boys,' a designation, Nixon says, 'which I am 
very proud to bear."• 

The FBI di,rector's relations with Attorney 
General John N. Mitchell, who has spoken 
out for a stronger law enforcement approach, 
are said to be far more congenial than With 
some earlier Attorneys General, including 
Mitchell's predecessor, Ramsey Clark. 

Hoover wrote in 1956 that he had set the 
policy in 1924 of making promotions from 
within the Bureau. "Every person serving 
today in an executive or supervisory capacity 
in the field or in Washington has come up 
the line from the staff; it is to be hoped 
that it will always be so," Hoover wrote in 
Whitehead's book, which he praised for its 
"accurate portrayal" of the FBI's record. 

Nichols, long a top assistant to Hoover, left 
the Bureau in 1957 to enter private industry. 
He said in a 1969 interview that he thinks 
any successor to Hoover should come from 
within the FBI ranks. He expressed the hope 
that it would be a long time before such a 
move became necessary. Nichols, himself fig
uring in speculation on potential successors, 
rules himself out. He said a 1968 legislative 
proposal by Rep. H. Allen Smith (R. Calif.), 
a former FBI agent, providing that a future 
FBI director should have spent seven of the 
past 10 years in the FBI, had considerable 
merit. The bill was not acted on. 

Hoover has said there are a number of 
officials in the FBI who could take over his 
job successfully and that he hopes the next 
director wlll be selected from within. 

Nichols said "The Bureau has come of 
age" and is the kind of organization in 
which "you wouldn't think of gOing outside" 
for top personnel. The FBI is extremely com
plicated, he added, "and for a perfect 
stranger to come in, it would be difficult." 

MR. FBI 

Americans for two generations have spoken 
of J. Edgar Hoover and the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation in a single breath and re
garded them as a single entity. To friends 
and foes alike, Hoover has been "Mr. FBI." 

That long identification must inevitably 
undergo a change sooner or later. Already 
retained indefinitely by two Presidents be
yond the mandatory Government retirement 
age of 70, Hoover will be 75 on Jan. 1. 

Reports of his imminent retirement have 
circulated for more than a decade, becoming 
more persistent with time. They have al
ways failed to materialize, to the pleasure of 
his innumerable supporters and the irrita
tion of his critics. 

Hoover now says that he has no intention 
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of retiring so long as his health continues 
to be excellent and that he has no ambition 
other than to continue serving in his present 
capacity. 

Today, as a result of the 1968 Presidential 
elect ion, operating conditions for the veteran 
FBI director are the most compatible in 
years-a factor that could encourage him to 
con tinue in his post. At the same time, he 
has the knowledge that when the time 
comes for a successor to be named, the ap
pointment will be made by the President 
himself with the advice and consent of the 
Senate. Until Congress enacted that provi
sion in 1968, the next FBI director would 
have been appointed by the Attorney Gen
eral without Senate confirmation. 

FBI RESPONSIBILITIES 

"The Director of the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation has charge of investigating all 
violations of Federal laws with the excep
tion of those which have been assigned by 
legislative enactment or otherwise to some 
other Federal agency. The FBI has jurisdic
tion over some 180 investigative matters. 
Among the more important of these are 
espionage, sabotage, treason, and other sub
versive activities; kidnaping; extortion; 
bank robbery, burglary, and larceny; crimes 
on Government or Indian reservations; 
thefts of Government property; the Fugi
tive Felon Act; interstate transportation of 
stolen motor vehicles, aircraft, cattle, or prop~ 
erty; interstate transmission or transporta· 
tion of wagering information, gambling de
vices or paraphernalia; interstate travel in 
aid of racketeering; fraud against the Gov
ernment; election law violations; civil rights 
matters; and assaulting or killing the Presi
dent or a Federal officer. 

"Counterfeiting, postal, customs, and in
ternal revenue violations and illegal traffic 
in narcotic drugs are crimes handled by other 
Federal agencies." 

(United States Government Organization 
Manual, 1969-70) 

FBI AGENT QUALIFICATIONS 

FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover introduced a 
memo at a House Appropriations hearing 
April17, 1969, which he said set forth "quali
fications a special agent applicant must have 
in order to receive an appointment." The 
memo said: 

"Applicants for the position of special 
agent with the FBI must be male citizens of 
the United States, must have reached their 
23rd but not their 41st birthday on the date 
the application is filed; be willing to serve 
where needed; must be graduates of State
accredited resident law schools or graduates 
of a resident 4-year college with a major in 
accounting and at least 3 years of practical 
accounting and/or auditing experience. In 
addition, the Bureau is presently considering 
for the special agent position applicants 
possessing a 4-year resident college degree 
with a major in a physical science, fluency in 
a language for which the Bureau has a need, 
or 3 years of substantial business or pro
fessional experience. 

"Applicants must be in excellent physical 
condition and must have no defects which 
would interfere with their use of firearms or 
with their participation in raids, dangerous 
assignments, or defensive tactics. Success
ful applicants are thoroughly investigated 
prior to appointments." 

ROGERS' STATEMENT 

William P. Rogers, President Nixon's Sec
retary of State, was Attorney General under 
President Eisenhower. Testifying before a 
House Appropriations Subcommittee Feb. 3, 
1960, Attorney General Rogers said in re
sponse to a question: 

". . . I am obviously concerned about in
ternal security but I think that the FBI has 
done such an excellent job over the years in 
their intelligence activities that I do · not 
know of any way to improve it, frankly .... 
I do not know how you could improve the 
operations of the FBI in internal security." 

DON'T SHOOT,· G-MEN 

Less than 19 months after the Lindbergh 
kidnaping vaulted the FBI from obscurity 
toward national proininence, a tense inci
dence stamped its agents with the nickname 
"G-men." Clubs of "Junior G-men" sprang 
up across the land in the gangster-ridden 
1930's, encouraged by cereal box-top promo
tions; some of their alumni grew up to join 
the FBI. 

The label caught the nation's fancy and 
did much to build the public image of the 
FBI and its ohief as one big-name mobster 
after another fell before the blazing guns of 
the G-men in the months that followed. 
J. Edgard Hoover related the origin of the 
term in the Tennessee Law Review of June 
1946: 

"In the early morning hours of Septem
ter 26, 1933, a small group of men surrounded 
a house in Memphis, Tennessee. In the house 
was George 'Machine-Gun' Kelly, late of 
Leavenworth Penitentiary. He wa,s wanted 
by the FBI for kidnaping. For two months 
FBI agents had trailed the gangster and his 
wife, Kathryn Kelly. Quickly the men of the 
FBI, accompanied by local law enforcement 
officers, closed in around the house, and en
tered. 

"'We are Federal officers .... Come out 
with your hands up ... .' 

" 'Machine-Gun' Kelly stood cowering in a 
corner. His heavy face twitched as he gazed 
at the men before him. Reaching trembling 
hands up toward the ceiling he whimpered, 
'Don't shoot, G-men; don't shoot!' 

"That was the beginning of a new name 
for FBI agents. By the time Kelly had been 
convicted and had received his sentence of 
life imprisonment, the new nickname, an 
abbreviation of 'Government Men,' had taken 
hold throughout the underworld. Along the 
grapevine of the powerful empire of crime 
passed whispered words of warning about the 
'G-Men'.'' 

HOUSE RESOLUTION ON HOOVER 

The House of Representatives by unani
mous voice vote on May 7, 1964, adopted a 
resolution (H. Res. 706) honoring J. Edgar 
Hoover on completion of 40 years as FBI di
rector. It was submitted by Rep. Edwin D. 
Willis (D La. 1949-1969) on behalf of the 
Committee on Un-Amerlcan Activities. It 
said: 

"Whereas J. Edgar Hoover, in his position 
as Director of the Federal Bureau of Inves
tigation since May 10, 1924, has compiled one 
of the most remarkable records of service 
to God and country in our Nation's history; 
and 

"Whereas, throughout his tenure in office, 
J. Edgar Hoover has consistently displayed 
strong moral determination and great per
sonal foresight in recognizi·ng the threat 
and meeting the challenge of deadly enemies 
.;>f American freedom, including the Soviet
trained and Soviet-directed leadership of the 
Communist Party, U.S.A.; and 

"Whereas, under J. Edgar Hoover's brilliant 
administration, the Federal Bureau of Inves
tigation has waged a fearless and unrelenting 
battle against America's criminal and sub
versive underworld while, at the same time, 
fully observing and protecting the rights and 
privileges guaranteed inhabitants of our 
country by the Constitution and laws of the 
United States; and 

"Whereas J. Edgar Hoover and his Fed
eral Bureau of Investigation associates have 
brought new standards of efficiency, in
tegrity, and impartiality to the law enforce
ment profession and have truly earned the 
admiration and respect of all right-think
ing citizens: Now, therefore, be it 

"Resolved, That on this fortieth anniver
sary of his appointment as Director of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation, the House 
of Representatives offers its congratulations 
and its gratitude to J. Edgar Hoover for his 
years of devoted service and expresses the 
hope that he will continue in his present 
office for many years to come." 

CROSS-SECTION OF HOOVER'S WRITTEN, 
SPOKEN OPINIONS 

For half of the 20th century, J. Edgar 
Hoover has held a vantage point at the center 
of the U.S. Government unequaled by any 
other individual in American history. From 
this perspective he has spoken out many 
times in speeches, articles, books, appear
ances before Congressional committees and 
in public statements. For years be has 
granted few interviews and held almost no 
press conferences. Some of his comments: 

Revolution 
" ... the truly revolutionary torce of his

tory is not material power but the spirit of 
religion. The world today needs a true revo
lution of the fruitful spirit, not the futile 
sword. Hypocrisy, dishonesty, hatred, all 
these must be destroyed and man must rule 
by love, charity, and mercy." (Masters of 
Deceit, 1958) 

Juvenile delinquency 
" ... If a child can be reached by the 

adults around him and fortified with the 
funda.mental values of good citizenship, he 
will come through successfully in spite of 
adverse conditions that may surround him." 
(The Rotarian, April 1945) 

"The present youth problem does not in
volve child pranksters and mischiefmakers. 
We can no longer afford to let 'tender age' 
make plunder into a trifling prank, reduce 
mayhem to a mischievous act, and pass off 
murder as a boyish Inisdemeanor or the act 
of an emotionally disturbed youth." (House 
Appropriations Committee hearing Feb. 5, 
1959) 

Freedom 
Hoover referred to "the disintegrating 

effect of self-indulgence, neglect of duty, and 
public lethargy in a nation of free men." He 
said these influences form "a common de
noininator" with eneinies of the Republic. 

"Who are these enemies of our Republic? 
They are the crime syndicates, the narcotics 
pedd1ers, the labor racketeers, the unscrupu
lous businessmen, the corrupt politicians, 
and all others who blatantly defy the laws of 
the land. 

"They are the hatemongers and the false 
liberals who would subvert our Constitution 
and undermine our democratic processes in 
furtherance of their selfish ends. 

"They are the Communists and otlher sub
versive elements who wave false banners of 
legitimacy and patriotism while relentlessly 
plotting to destroy our heritage of freedom." 
(To Catholic Youth Organization, New York 
City, Nov. 16, 1963) 

Hatemongers 
"Nowhere in recent months have our peo

ple faced a more explosive condition of 
shame and violence than among the hate
mongers, the moral degenerates, the lunatic 
fringe and the other irrational fanatics who 
preach a doctrine of hostility toward their 
fellow man. This rabble has sown the drag
on's teeth of malice and intimidation; and 
from the ground has sprung a series of hate
driven riots, bombings, and desecrations." . 
(Speech to Catholic Youth Organization.) 

Communism 
"I do not believe that any person who is 

a Communist bas the right or should be al
lowed to teach in any school, private or pub
lic, for this reason: We talk a great deal 
about academic freedom and we believe it. 
When one follows the Communist line one 
is not free but is merely following the dic
tates of the Kremlin and is really restricted 
in his thinking. (House Appropriations Com
mittee hearing Feb. 8, 1960.) 

The international Communist conspiracy 
is clearly the greatest menace free civiliza
tion has ever known. . . . The seriousness of 
the domestic threat from a Soviet-dominated 
Communist Party in the United· States bears 
a relationship proportionate to the world 
threat posed by its masters in the Soviet 
Union and must be gauged accordingly .... 
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"Next to subversion Itself, the greatest 

danger this country can face 1s an ever
growing national disregard for realities-
evidenced by an attitude tha-t our way of 
life is so well entrenched that nothing need 
be done to protect It:' (Hearing Feb. 5, 1959.} 

Sentences 
"As to the effect of severe sentences, I am 

of the school of thought which believes that 
such sentences are a great deterrent in the 
commission of crime, particularly crimes of 
violence. . . . I do not believe in brutal 
punishment but I do believe the public 1s 
entitled to its right to exist and survive in 
our communities without fear of going into 
the streets at night. . . . 

"I think the judges, of course. in consid
ering the imposition of sentences, should 
weigh the rights of the defendant. The crim
inal is entitled to consideration. but, the 
rights of society and those of the victims o! 
vicious crimes are just as important, if not 
paramount to those of the criminal." (Hear
ing Feb. 8, 1960) 

He spoke or "forces or evil" worlting to 
corrupt the morals of American youth. No
where is this fact more obvious than in the 
lewd films. obscene photographs, lnde.cent 
magazines, and other forms of matter which 
can be found in community after community 
across the land." (Hearing Feb. a .. 1960) 

Religion 
"I have sald many Umes tha1. too ma.ny 

ministers preach at a level whieh 1s beyond 
the comprehension of many adults when 
they should get to a plain 'down to earth' 
level. We need more preachers in the min
Istry like Dlr. Norm.a.n Vincent. Peale, Bish<lp 
Fulton J. Sheen, Richard Cudinal CUshing 
and the late Ra.bb1 Liebman, to preach ser
mons that. are understood by all people. You 
cannot attract young people to ehmeh serv
ices 1f you are going to be up in the strato
sphere when talking to them." (Bearing Feb. 
8, 1960) 

Campus c'ti&onters 
"What is needed ts more guts Ol'l the 

part of many presidents of the universities 
and colleges .... Many of the school admin
istrators appear unable to distinguish be
tween legitimate p!'Otest and unlawful acts 
and there are far too many bleeding hea.rts 
among them whose palliative attitude has 
served only to magnl!y the problem by en
couraging the escalation of demands and 
further disorders." (House Appropriations 
Committee Hearing April 17. 1969) 

APPROPRIATIONS AND PERSO NEL, FISCAL 1921-69 

Persormel,2 
special 

Appropriation 1 agents Totai 

1921________________ $2,400,000 ----------------------
1921_____________ ___ 2, 000, coo ----------------------
1923_____________ ___ 2, 225,000 ----------------------
1924_____________ ___ 2, 245,000 ----------------------
1925_________ _______ 2, 290,000 ----------------------
1926______ ______ ____ 2, 294,500 --------------------- -
1927________________ 2, 154,280 ----------------------
1928________________ 2, 250,000 ----------------------
1929___________ _____ 2, 250,000 ----------------------
1930________________ 2,307, 720 ----------------------
1931___________ _____ 2, 781,414 ----------------------
1932________________ 2, 978,520 ----------------------
1933________________ 2, 775,000 ----------------------
1934________________ 3, 022,348 ----------------------
1935_____ ___________ 4, 658,495 ----------------------
1936________________ 5,100, 000 ------------·---------
1937_ _______________ 5,925, 000 ----------------------

mg================ &~~~: ~~g --------72j _____ T038 
1940________________ 8, 775,000 996 2, 489 
1941________________ 13,768,800 2,332 5,588 
1942________________ 21,950,000 3, 605 10,019 
1943________________ 38,836,000 •• 603 13,921 
1944________________ 42,768.000 4,853 14,300 
1945________________ 49,850,000 4~853 14,290 
1946__________ ______ 36,977,939 1,.159 8, 758 
1947 ________________ 35,184,000 3,200 7,200 
1948________________ 42,500,000 4. 614 11.556 
1949________________ 47,29&, 500 3, 851 ~. 223 

Footnotes at end of table. 

APPROPRIATIONS AND PERSONNEL. FISCAL 1921-69-
Continued 

1956_ ---------------
1951_ ---------------
1952_ -·-- ----------
1953 _____ -----------
1954 ___ -------------
1955_ ------------- --
1956_--- --- ---------
1957----------------
1958_--------------
1959.---------------
1960_-- -------------
1961 __ -------------
1962_- --------------
1963_---- -----------
1964_-- -------------
1965.---------------
1966.---------------
1967----------------
1968.---------------
1!169--- ---------.---
1970_-- -------------

Personnel,• 
speciat 
acents Total 

$52, 805, }4} ... 278 9, 873 
63, 400, QOO 5,141 ll, m 
90. OOO.IlOO 7 029 15, 799 
70, 254, 000 5: 379 12, 711 
77. ooo. 000 5, 458 13, 096" 
78 282, 000 5, 458 13, 096 
93; 826.11l0 6,1105 13, 803 
95,510,000 i 005 13, 74.8 

101, 4.50, 000 6: 000. 13, 599 
112, m, ooo 6, ooo 13, 599 
114, 6oo, ooo 's· 223

5 
t
1
3
3 

•• 4
50
3
4
5 

118.000, QOO oo 
127.216,ooo 5:935 13.,579 
136, 200, 000 5, 967 13.728 
146, 900, 000 6, 014 14, 239 
150,445, 000 &. 014 14, 239 
165,365,000 6, 432 15, 04& 
115, 465, llOU 6. 532 15, 211 
186, 574,000 6, 590 15, 515 
219, 670, 000 6, 82:5 16, 484 
232,853,000 ---------------------

1 Appropriations for some fiscal years inclUde. su.pplemental 
or deficiency appropriations. Available sou:rees 111 some yeaB. 
exclude last-minute deficiency appropriations applying to the 
pJevious fiscal year. • _ 

2 Complete personnel data for the 1921-38 penod IS not avail
able from Congressional hearini sources or the FBI. 

Source: Congressional Appropriations Committee heafings,.. 
fisca11922-70. 

WELL-KNOWN FODI1!R FBI AGJ:NTS 
Senate 

Thomas J. Dodd (D Conn.}. 
House of Representatives 

Omar Burleson (D Texas) • 
Willl:am T. Cahill (R N.J.) , Elected Go'Y-

erno:r of New Jersey Nov. t, 1969. 
RobertV. Denney (RNeb.). 
Samuel L. Deovine (R Ohio). 
Ed Edmondson 'D Okla.). 
Don Edwards (D Calif.). 
Lawrence .I. Hogan (R Md.). 
Wiley Mayne (R Iowa). 
H. Allen Smith (R Call!.). 
Wendell Wyat.t 'R Ore.). 

oth.ers 
James J. Rowley, director, U.S. Secret. 

Service. 
Clarence M. Kelley, ~hlef o:f pclice. Kansas 

City, Mo. 
Robert E. Lee, Federal Communications 

Commissioner. 
Harvey G. Foster, -.lee president, Amerieau 

Airlines. 
Edward A. Tamm, judge, District. <lf Colum

bia Court of Appeals. 
Edmund L. McNamara, police commis

sioner, Boston, Mass. 
Robert Floyd, former judge and former 

mayor o! Miami, Ji'Hl. 
Emmett c. McGaughey, member of Board 

of Police Commissioners, Los Angeles, calif. 
Joseph L Wood, sher11f o:f Cook Cotmty, 

IDinois. 
Lt. Gen. Joseph P. carrell (ret.), former 

director of Defense Intelligence Agency. 
John Bugas, former vioe president, Ford 

Motor Company. 
OFFICIALS AGF. 7 5 OR OVER, AS OF J'ANUARY 1, 

1970 

Senate 
Stephen M. Young (D Ohio), 80; 5/4/89. 
Allen J. Ellender (D La.), 79; 9/24/90. 
Spessard L. Holland (D Fla.), 77; 7/10/92. 
George D. Aiken (R. Vt.), 77; 8/20/92. 

House of Representative3 
William L. Dawson (D Dl.), 83; 4/26/86. 
Emanuel Celler (D N.Y.), 81; 6/6/88. 
George P. Miller (D Gall!.)~ 78; l/16/91. 
John W. McConnaclt CD. Mass-~). "'l8; 12/ 

21/91. 
Wright Patman (D Texu). "16; 8/6/93.. 

Supreme Court 
Hugo L, Black, Ass.oda.te- Justiee, Ba; 2/ 

27/86. 

Crfme trend in the United State.s, 1968 
versus 1967 calendar years 

Pereent 
ehange 

~tal -------------------------- 17 
l!urd~ ------------------------------ 14 
FOJ'cible rape------------------------ 14 
Robbery ----------------------------- 29 
Aggravated assault____________________ 12 

Burglary ----------------------------- 13 
Larceny $50 and over----------------- 21 
Auto theft--------------------------- 18 

Source: Hoover testimony Aprtl 17, 1969, 
before- House Subcommittee on Appropria
tions. 

ERNST COMMENTS 

Morris L. Ernst, counsel :for the American 
Civil Liberties Union, studied the FBI for 
more than a decade. He told his conclusions 
in "Why I No Longer Fear the FBI," pub
lished by The Readers Dige&t, December 1950. 

Ernst said his interest arose when · he 
read In 1939 that J. Edgar Hoover had asked 
the Attorney General not to endorse a law 
that would legalize the :free use of wil'e
tapping. Hoover said, "I do not Wish to be 
the head o:f an o.rgani.zatlon of potential 
bla~ers ... 

His study since then, :r:rnst said, showed 
that. .. an the evidence indicates that the 
PBI as a matter of unvarying policy has 
played fair with criminals and suspects ... 
Other excerpts from Ernst's article: 

.. A real "smear' campaign has been carried 
on again$ Hoover's work. Those who :feared 
the bureau-as I once did-will be glad to 
know the facts. The FBI hr unique in the 
history of national police. It has a magnif
icent record of respect for individual free
dom .... 

"Among liberals I am by no means alone 
in this opinion. A while ago Roger Bald
win, formerly director of the American Civfi 
Liberties Union, wrote to J. Edgar Hoover. 

.. 'It seems to me that your bureau has ac
complished an exceedingly diftlcult task With 
rare judicial sense.' .. 

CLARK VS. HOOVER ON CHICAGO 

The following article, under the headline 
"Clash OVer Violence," appeared in the Sept. 
22, 1968, New York Times: 

"The National Commh:sion on the Causes 
and Prevention of Violence-appointed by 
President Johnson last June after the as
sassination of Senator Robert Kennedy
held its first working session last week. The 
13-man commission, headed by Dr. Milton 
S. Eisenhower, heard two witnesses. FBI Di
rector J. Edgar Hoover spoke of the violence 
a.t last month's Democratic National COn
vention in Chicago. Attorney General Ram
sey Clark spoke of violence in general. Their 
views on the role of the pollee seemed to 
be in sharp confiict. Following are excerpts 
from their remarks. 

Clark 
.. 'Experience to date shows crowds can be 

controlled without denying rights of speech 
and assembly . • • 

,. 'Of all violence, pollee violence 1n excess 
of authority is the most dangerous. For who 
will protect the public when the police vio
late the law? • • • 

•• 'The clear offer of a :fair and reasonable 
accommodation of requests to assemble and 
speak reduces the risk o:r violence. Careful 
distinction between nonviolent demonstra
tors acting within the law and those who 
eommlt violence, protecting one. arresting 
the other, 1s essential to avoid the involve
ment of the nonviolent in violence. An ex
pYess mandate to the entire police comple
ment to use the minimum force necessary to 
execute lawful orders, to refrain from use o:f 
excessive force must be understood by every 
officer. 

" '1t is the duty of leadership and law en
forcement to control violence~ DQ~ cause it.. 
TQ seek ways of relieving teDSion.. DOt. to 
look tow ·& figh~' " 



January 20, 1970 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- HOUSE 327 
Hoover 

"'Months before the Democratic National 
Convention was held, authorities were fully 
aware that it was the target of disruption 
and violence on the part of dissident groups 
and individuals from all over the country. 

" 'During the course of the convention, 
demonstrators taunted the police and sub
jected them to unbelievable abuse. Demon
strators called them "pigs" and shouted ob
scenities at them, spit at them, and threw 
bags of excrement and urine and dangerous 
objects-such as golf balls with protruding 
nails-at them. Unruly and menacing mobs 
gathered, intent on marching to the Inter
national Amphitheatre and disrupting the 
convention. 

"'If it is true that some innocent people 
were the victims of unnecessary roughness 
on the part of the police, it is also true that 
the Chicago police and the National Guard 
were faced with vicious attacking mobs who 
gave them no alternative but to use force to 
prevent these mobs from accomplishing their 
destructive purposes.'" 

APPOINTMENT OF NEXT DIRECTOR 

The identity of J. Edgar Hoover's suc
cessor as FBI director has concerned Mem
bers of Congress and others for some time. 
Not unusual was this 1968 remark in the Sen
ate by Sen. Harry F. Byrd Jr. (D.-Va.): "I 
doubt that any office in our Government can 
have such a great effect on the lives of indi
vidual citizens as that of the FBI director." 

It required five years, three separate at
tempts in Congress and a sophisticated bit 
of legislative maneuvering to turn the posi
tion into a Presidential appointment subject 
to Senate confirmation. Congress amended 
the Omnibus Crime Contr.ol and Safe Streets 
Act of 1968 (PL 90-351) to make that pro
vision for future FBI directors. Until then 
the director technically was appointed by 
the Attorney General, without need for Sen
ate approval. (Congress and the Nation Vol. 
II p. 328) 

The late Everett McKinley Dirksen (R.-Ill. 
1950-1969), Senate Minority Leader, noted 
that the Senate had approved similar bills in 
1963 and 1965 only to see them die in the 
House Judiciary Committee. As Dirksen put 
it, his 1965 measure (S. 313) "also went to 
the House Judiciary Committee, and it was 
referred to a subcommittee, the chairman 
of which was not exactly friendly to the 
idea. And, once more, this proposal foun
dered.'' 

Rep. Emanuel Celler (D.-N.Y.), chairman 
of the House Judiciary Committee since 1949 
except for a two-year break in the 1950s, 
also headed the Judiciary Subcommittee that 
left the bills unreported. 

1968 acti on 
On May 14, 1968, Sen. George Murphy (R.

Calif.) proposed the Senate confirmation re
quirement as an amendment to the big 
omnibus crime bill, the eventual product of 
an Administration measure of which Presi
dent John~on said in his Jan. 17, 1968, state 
of the UniOn message: "There is no more 
urgent business before this Congress than to 
pass the Safe Streets Act this year." 

Dirksen told the Senate concerning the 
Murphy amendment: "By placing it in the 
bill, this proposal will not get lost in the 
House Committee on the Judiciary, where it 
has foundered twice, because the bill has got 
to go to the White House for signature. The 
President wants it." Dirksen added that the 
only task for proponents after Senate adop
t ion this time was to prevent deletion of 
the amendment in House-Senate conference. 
Senate adoption was by a 72-0 roll-call vote. 

The House considered the omnibus bill 
June 5 and 6, 1968, ainid the trauma of the 
assassination of Sen. Robert F. Kennedy (D.
N.Y. 1965-1968). Celler sought to send the 
bill to conference, objecting to provisions 

dealing with confessions, wiretapping and 
firearins. No opposition to the FBI amend
ment was expressed on the House :floor. 
Though the Administration was believed al
most certainly to favor a conference for pur
poses of making changes in the bill, the 
House rejected Celler's motion, 60-318, in 
the key roll-call vote. The bill became law 
with the amendment intact. (1968 Almanac, 
p . 232) 

INTRODUCTION OF LEGISLATION 
TO PROTECT TAXPAYERS FROM 
HAVING THEIR TAX RETURNS 
USED FOR STATISTICAL COM
PILATIONS 

<Mr. O'HARA asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks at this 
point in the RECORD and to include extra
neous matter.) 

Mr. O'HARA. Mr. Speaker, I am today 
introducing legislation to protect tax
payers from having their tax returns 
used for statistical compilations that 
would help direct mail advertisers deter
mine where best to send their advertising 
material. 

Senator WILLIAMS of Delaware, who in
troduced similar legislation on the floor 
of the Senate last year, is simultaneously 
introducing this bill in the Senate. 

Specifically, this legislation would pro
hibit the Internal Revenue Service from 
selling income tax statistics organized 
by postal ZIP code to commercial clients. 

The Internal Revenue Service now has 
such a project underway and, if action 
is not taken soon, this tax data will be 
sold to the Nation's largest direct mail 
advertisers, thus permitting them to pin
point the best prospects for junk-mail 
solicitations. 

This expanded statistical activity will 
cause considerable annoyance to large 
numbers of taxpayers. In my view, this 
ZIP code statistical project is an inap
propriate use of income tax returns. Let
ters which I have received from people 
across the Nation support this view. A 
sampling of these letters wlll be pub
lished at the conclusion of my remarks. 

I want to make it clear that the ms 
is not making public individual income
tax returns, which is prohibited by law. 

Some background is in order: 
Last year the Internal Revenue Serv

ice announced that it was considering 
expanding its statistical service to pro
vide rna terial on tax returns for each of 
the Nation's more than 34,000 ZIP code 
areas. The five-digit ZIP code area is a 
relatively small statistical unit, much 
smaller than now available. Further, it 
is most convenient for use by mailers. 

Since the statistical material includes 
number of returns filed, number of joint 
returns, e~emptions, gross income, and 
total tax, 1t was apparent that this would 
provide invaluable information to those 
seeking to pinpoint the most affluent and 
moderately affluent areas of the country 
for commercial purposes. 

Last year I wrote to ffiS Commissioner 
Thrower and asked that he abandon this 
project. 

In that letter I suggested that this in
formation would be a great help to direct 
mail advertisers who, equipped with the 
IRS statistics, would be able to direct 
their advertising circulars to those ZIP 

codes populated by the best sales pros
pects. 

I said that while the ms would be 
performing a valuable service for direct 
mail advertisers and door-to-door sales
men, it would be doing no favors for 
homeowners who would be on the receiv
ing end of junk mail deluge. 

. Despite denials by the IRS, my suspi
Cions were substantiated when I discov
ered just who was interested in this new 
IRS service. Among the business firms 
who had written the ms about purchas
ing the statistics when available were 
Sears, Roebuck & Co.; Spiegel, Inc.; R . L. 
Polk & Co.; a couple of national maga
zines; Names Unlimited; and American 
Mail Associates. 

The ffiS did delay the project, but 
then decided to proceed. It argued that 
while the statistics might be of value to 
direct mail advertisers, it would also be 
of assistance to public agencies. 

I think it is a significant indicator of 
comparative value to note that while six 
public agencies said they were interested 
in the material, 16 commercial pur
chasers said they wanted to buy it. Given 
this preponderence of interest by the 
private sector, one can reasonably con
clude that public use is incidental to 
commercial use. 

With considerable frustration, I ended 
my correspondence with Mr. Thrower. 
And that is where the matter rested until 
the Senate began debate on income tax 
legislation late last year. 

At that time an amendment was in
troduced on the Senate floor by the dis
tinguished senior Senator from Dela
ware. Senator WILLIAMS' amendment was 
specifically aimed at preventing the re
lease of ZIP code tax statistics to direct 
mail advertisers. 

The Williams amendment was ac
cepted by the Senate, but was dropped 
from the tax bill in conference. 

The legislation I introduced today is 
based on the Williams amendment. As I 
noted earlier, Senator WILLIAMS is intro
ducing the bill in the Senate. 

This legislation prohibits the IRS from 
making available to commercial users in
formation classifying statistics on tax
payers according to ZIP code. 

It does not prohibit the Internal Rev
enue Service from making this informa
tion available to public agencies. 

Since my first disclosures that the Na
tion's biggest direct mail advertisers want 
to buy these ZIP code statistical tables, I 
have received dozens of letters from an 
aroused and indignant public. They argue 
powerfully for this legislation. 

A woman in Florida wrote: 
I contend, as you do, the IRS should stick 

to collecting taxes (which they sure enough 
do) and let private business collect its own 
income data. 

And a woman in Kittery, Maine, wrote: 
The Internal Revenue's job is not to serve 

the ends of private business ... Please con
tinue in your efforts to keep the ms busy at 
its proper job ... 

From Nunn, Colo.: 
I feel this is a terrible invasion of privacy. 

A sampling of the letters follow, along 
with a column which I wrote on the sub-
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ject for newspapers in my congressional 
district and the text of the bill. 

I :firmly believe that this is one i.magi
native governmental project best buried 
in the rear of a very deep file cabinet~ 

It is primarily a service to commercial 
interests. And I say it is a disservice to 
the taxpayers of the Nation. 

If the Internal Revenue Service auld 
not cancel this project on its awn voli
tion, then I believe it is incumbent upon 
the Congress to direct it to do so. 

That is the intent of the legislation 
which I introduce today: 

H.R. 15471 
A bill to amend the Internal Reve~ue Code 

of 1954 to further protect the privacy of 
individual taxpayers, and for other pur
poses 
Be it enacted by th.e Senate and House of 

Representatives of the United States of 
America in. Congress a.ssembled., That section 
6108 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954 
(relating to publication of statistics of in
come} is amended by inserting the following 
at the end thereo!: "In publishing such 
statistics taxpayers shall not be classified, 
in whole or fn part, on the basis of a coding 
system for the delivery Clf maiL The preced
ing sentence shall not a.pply to statistics 
made available on an official basis to an 
~eney or instrumentality of the United 
States or a State or any political subdivi
sion thereof. Such agencies may not publish 
or otherwise disclose such information. The 
prohibitions of this section shall be deemed 
to be within the meaning o! 5 U.S.C. 552(b) 
(3}, the Freedom o! Infoz:mation Act. 

(b Section 7515 of such Code (relating to 
special statistical studies and compilations) 
is amended by inserting \he following a.1i the 
end thereof: "Such transcripts may not con
tain data. based, in whole or In part. on the 
classification of taxpayers under a coding 
system for the delivery o! mall. The preced
ing sentence shall not apply to statistics 
made available on an official basis to an 
agency or instrumentality o! the United 
States or a. State or any political subdivision 
thereof. Such agencies ma.y not publish or 
otherwise disclose such information. The 
prohibitions o! this seetion shall be deemed 
to be within the meaning of 5 U.S.C. 55-.2 
Cb) (S) , the Preedom o1 Information Aet ... 

SEc. 2. The amendments made by see-tion 
1 of 1his Act shall take e:ffect upon enact
men1. 

NEWSLETTE& 

(By JAMES G. O'HA.u .. Representative in 
Congress) 

If you live in a reasonably a.1f1Uent area. 
and start getting a lot more Junk mall de
livered to your home. you may have the 
Internal Revenue Service to thank for it. 

That'S right, the Internal Revenue Service. 
To be sure, the IRS is busy collecting taxes, 

but it also moonlight&-COmpiling tax statis
tics from your income tall returns and sell
ing them to public agencies and private 
businesses. 

No names are used, o! course, since there 
are confidentiality laws prohibiting the dis
closure of individual tax returns. 

But nonetheless, it does compile, publish 
and sell aggregate statistics and has been 
doing it for years. 

Heretofore, this moonlight activity on the 
part of the ms has drawn little public 
a t tention. 

The principal reason it escaped notice is 
that the statistical ca.pa.b111t1es of the IRS 
limited the data. to large populat.ion groups-
generally no smaller than a metropolitan 
statistical area. 

But now the IRS has refined Its procedures 
and, with the help of the Post Office Depart-

ment's zip code. a statistical bJoea.kthrough 
has been achieved~ 

With the advent of Mr. Zip. tax statisti
cians discovered that by segregating tax data. 
by zip codes one eoul<i emerge with a. stat
istical profile o! a. relatively small area. 

In a. few months. the ms plans. to compile 
income statistics-total tax :returns filed, the 
number of exemptions (an indicator o! the 
number of children), the number of joint 
returns (housewives) and the total taxes 
paid-for each of the nation's 35,000 five
digit zip code area-S. 

So what about the direet mail advertisers? 
Prior to this: statistical breakthrough. it 

was hard for- direct mail advertisers to spot 
their targets with accuracy. 

Now, with these five digit zip code income 
statistics, the junk mailers ca.n take direct 
aim on the neighborhoods (and mailing ad
dresses} of the best potential customers. 

Not so, said the IRS when I first broached 
this point with them. 

It argued that the five-digit information 
was of great benefit to public agencies and 
only "incidentally" oi use to private busi
nesses. 

Then it released. the list of potential clients 
of this new service. and my suspicions were 
confirmed. 

Six public agencies. ranging from the Army 
Office of Civil D~ense to the New York Port 
Authority wanted the information. 

And "incidentally>• 16 •commercial enter
prises and a.ssoeiatlons ... -the ms tei"mlnoi
ogy. not mine--wanted to pay $2.000 per 
five digit zip code a.rea. for the statistical 
data.. 

Among these commercial enterprises and 
associations were the nation's biggest direct 
mail advertisers, plus such outfits as "Names 
Unlimited, .. and ••An:lencan Mall Associates." 

But in its press release on the subject., the 
ms emphasized again the public agency 
aspects of the data. and ehose to- ignore the 
:tact. that. private clients outnumbe:r public 
purchasers by better than 2 to 1. 

Surprisingly, the IRS press release oblique
ly confirmed what I had been contending 
all along, that the data would be most valu
able to direct mail advertisers. 

One tax omciat rephrased the press ::re
lease statement concerning direct advertisers' 
use of the tax data. 

The Wall St;eet Journal quoted the tax
man a.s saying: "It could actually serve to 
cut down junk mall." With income areas 
pinpointed, commercial mailers "can rifie
shot the stu:ff, rather than shotgun it.'• 

Shotgun, rifle or high-caliber howitzer, I 
still say that the IRS is doing us no favor, 
and has no business using tax returns to 
promote junk mail. This is hat is at issue, 
no matter how hard the IRS works to disguise 
it under the mask oi public benefit. 

OCTOBER 23.1969. 
DEAll REPRESENTATIVE O'HARA: May 1 write 

w encourage you in your e:fforts to prevent 
Internal Revenue Records to be used by 
.. Junk Mail" compant:s. 

An excellent editorial in the Provldenee 
Journal this morning tells o! your work. 

Sincerely, 
---. 

PROVIDENCE, R.I. 

SEPTEMBER 21, 1969. 
Representative JAMES O'HARA, 
U.S. Congress, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR. MR. O'HARA: I am writing concerning 
the idea o! the Internal Revenue Service, sell
ing lists and data to business firms. 

It is a blatant violation of our privaey
and I very much appreciate your attitude to
ward the situation. 

I shall write to our own Congressman this 
afternoon. 

There 's so many junk mailings these days-
one less would be appreciated. It is tradl-

tional in our country that our tax reports 
remain confidential! 

We hope that you can muster up enough 
support to defeat this "sale of reeords.'~ 
Thank you very much, 

Sincerely, 

RANDOLPH, N.Y. 

OCTOBER 22:, 1969. 
Re invasion of privacy. 
INTERNAL REvENUE 8EaVICE, 
Washington, D.C. 

Representative O'Hara of Michigan rE'eently 
brought to our attention that the Internal 
Revenue Service is proposing to .. sell at cosV" 
information regarding Taxpayers financial 
background according to zip code areas. 

I am sure this is a. great "boon .. tn the di
rect mail advertisers but we are getting so 
much of this .. Junk,. mail that it becomes 
disconcerting to hunt through the man for 
the legitimate mail. bill, etc. 

The other question I would like to ask is 
what purpose does the Internal nevenue 
Service have in selling this information at 
cost! 

I think someone should propose a. bill 
which would allow recipients· of mail to re
turn to senders all mail which is not aolicited 
(advertisements, that it}. 

I would appreciate your consideration in 
this matter as the junk mall problem fs get
ting worse. 

Sincerely. 

WEsTLAKE VILLAGE', CALIF. 

OCTOBER Zl, 1969. 
Representative JAMES O'HARA, 
Washington .. D.C. 

DE'AR Sm: This is fn regard to JOUr stand 
against Internal Revenue Service selling in
formation obtained from our income tax 
forms. I am definitely against ft also. We 
are deluged with junk mail-unsolicited 
items sent to us to buy and telephone solic
itations. The junk mail makes more loss fo-r 
the postal department-more litter for- the 
garbage men to gather and dump. 

I feel that with the information on our 
tax forms and on our social security :records 
we have no more privacy at all. 

I contend, as you do, the "IRS should stick 
to collecting taxes .. (which they sure eauf 
do) and let private business collect Its own 
income data. I hope you can get more of 
the Congressmen to go along wit.b you. 

Sincerely, 

NEW SMYRNA BEACH, FLA. 

0CroBEa 23. 1969. 
Representative JAMES O'Ha.R..&~ 
Democrat, Michigan~ U.S. Congress, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE O'HARA: 1 am writing 
to express my support for criticizing the use 
of IRS data for direct mall advertising. 

Contrary to what the IRS said ~hls would 
not constitute invasion o! privacy because 
none of the information could be used to 
identify individuals. u ••• to me, a eitlzen, 
and to my husband ..• this is an invasion 
of privacy. Although I realize that the sell
ing of these lists would pay the cost of our 
government employees, this 1s not a func
tion of our government. 

Please advise the powers InvolVed that I 
do not even give out information to R. L. 
Polk and Co. when they eome door to door 
soliciting such in!ormation. 

X have no choice except to complete my 
ms form-but I do have the option to en
courage the Civil Liberties Union to look 
into this matter. 

Thank you again and you ean be sure I am 
notifying my Congressman-charles Mosher 
of my feelings. 

Very truly yours, ------. 
LORAIN, Omo. 
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DEAR Sm: Please excuse me if I have not 
used the correct address or form. Ple&Sf} ac
cept my apology. 

I write in connection with yout .;rlticlsm 
of IRS selling data from tax returns. 

I fervently pray that you will continue to 
object to this. I feel this is a terrible inva
sion of privacy, and the fact that they are 
obtaining this information from supposedly 
confidential returns, makes it worse. 

Thank you for your attention. 
Yours truly, 

Nt-NN, CoLO. 

Representative JAs O'HARA, 
U.S. House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 

MOLINE, ILL. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN O'HARA: I want you to 
know that I and many other Americans agree 
with your position opposing the sale of data 
from tax returns to those firinS engaged in 
direct mail advertising. 

Not only is this an invasion of privacy, but 
equally important, it would be used to supply 
advertising material which we do not want 
and which is sent at a cost to the American 
taxpayers. 

Until such time as Congress is willing to 
establish postal rates for bulk mailing which 
is sufficient to cover delivery costs, we should 
do all we can to discourage bulk mailing in 
order to reduce the tremendous deficit in
curred by the Postal Department. 

Sincerely, 

OcTOBER 28, 1969. 
MY DEAR MR. JAMES O'HARA: I am writing 

you in reference to the I.R.S. selling certain 
information from tax returns which I say is 
violating taxpayer's privacy. I for one and 
also a lot of my friends are up in the air over 
this as we are already deluged with a bunch 
of junk mail which I am getting sick of. It is 
sickening to go to the mail box and get a 
bunch of junk and besides I think they got 
their nerve revealing people's privacy and I 
for one am against it and am behind you 
100% and hope you can do something to pre
vent it. 

Thank you. 

IRONTON, OHIO. 

HARRISBURG, PA. 
Representative JAMES O'HARA, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Sm: Your stand on the sale of tax
return data is most commendable. Such a 
practice could encourage an invasion of pri
vacy and also make us the target for tons of 
junk mail. 

In Pennsylvania, the State sells our name 
and address to business fir:rns. Our mail 
boxes are so stuffed with all kinds of adver
tising that there is scarcely any room for mail 
we welcome. 

If Internal Revenue Service and other gov
ernment agencies are within the law, then 
this law should be revoked. They give infor
mation concerning us without our consent 
and permission. That definitely is a violation 
of our rights. 

There are so many media of communica
tion in which to advertise that they should 
not be allowed to impose upon the citizens. 
These firms make the matter more obnox
ious by refusing to accept any of the mail 
which we return. They order the Post Office 
not to forward it, that would be a nuisance 
to them, but little do they care how annoy
ing it is to us. 

Thank you, sir, :tor your efforts in this 
matter. I wish you every success. 

Yours very truly, 
---. 

DUBLIN, VA., 
October 22, 1969. 

Re: IRS Selling Tax Data. 
Hon. JAMES O'HARA, 
House of Representatives, 
The Capital, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Sm: Cheers for your efforts to block 
the Internai Revenue Service from selling 
data to business firms. 

They do not need to sell anything; they 
are well-paid by the tax-payers. I personally 
cannot see the benefit in compiling these 
lists and money could be saved by omitting 
the process. Such is not the function of this 
organization and I strongly object to same. 
Keep up the good work! 

Very truly yours, 

KETCHIKAN, ALASKA, 
October 22, 1969. 

Hon. JAMES O'HARA, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR MR. O'HARA: I am writing regarding 
your recent disclosure of plans by IRS to 
publish detailed statistical information taken 
from tax returns. I am opposed to such action 
as I understand it. Can you furnish informa
tion on the plans and suggest ways in which 
I can effectively work against them? 

Sincerely, 

OCTOBER 21, 1969. 
Representative JAMES O'HARA, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR MR. O'HARA: I read in tonight's 
Portsmouth (N.H.) Herald about your efforts 
to prohibit the Internal Revenue Service 
from selling data collected from tax returns 
to private businesses. 

I'm with you. The Internal Revenue's job 
is not to serve the ends of private business. 
Already there are far too many wa~ in 
which advertisers can obtain the names of 
people whom they harass with unwanted 
junk mail. I am opposed to adding one more 
source of mailing lists to the confusion. 
Please continue in your efforts to keep the 
IRS busy at its proper job. In fact, from the 
length of time it took for me to get an answer 
to a query about a tax problem---eleven 
months-the IRS could stand some revamp
ing of itt; present procedures. 

Yours truly, 

KrrTERY. MAINE. 

Representative JAMES O'HARA, 
Michigan, House Office Builcling, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE O'HARA: In last eve
ning's Times-Herald (Newport News) an AP 
article noted that the Internal Revenue is 
considering selling tax return data to private 
businesses. Your name was mentioned as 
opposing such a move. May I join you in 
opposing the Internal Revenue furnishing 
any data to private businesses. 

You would be able to check back into the 
laws authorizing the Internal Revenue and 
see exactly what Congress set it up to do. 
Though I do not have that information at 
hand, I would assume that Congress never 
wrote into any law the right for this bureau 
to do more than collect taxes. If it did, I 
think Congress should take steps to change 
the IRS status. 

It is very hard today to have much pri
vacy with the telephone callers trying to 
sell you merchandise or services if your num· 
ber is listed, with oil and other companies 
sending you credit cards you didn't request 
and with all kinds of forms asking for your 
Social Security nUinber. Then, of course, one 
reason the Post Otnce Department never 
operates in the black is the piles of requests 

the Postman del!vers to your home for 
charitable causes. 
It seetns that the average person in my 

neighborhood gets on more catalog and cir
cular mailing lists every year. Many of the 
firinS are completely unknown to ~. 

Thanks for your effort in behaU of the 
taxpayer who is already overloaded with ad
vertisements and requests for his money. 

Yours truly, 

HAMPTON, VA. 

DEAR MR. O'HARA: Please use all your in
fluence to prohibit our Government from 
selling tax data to any mail-order firms. 

Thank you. 

ARVADA, COLO. 

NOVEMBER 11, 1969. 
Representative JAMES O'liARA, 
House of Representatives, 
washington, D.C. 

DEAR MR. O'HARA: Our Richmond news
paper carriers an article that says the IRS is 
thinking of selling its computor tax informa
tion to mass mailers. I sincerely hope that 
this is not allowed to take place! 

Junk mail is already filling our mailboxes, 
when anything worth receiving gets crum
pled up in the mass of mailings. If they need 
money, and how can they not need any, than 
raise taxes 2¢ per taxpayer, and let us keep 
our privacy, and I say that with tongue in 
cheek, because we don't have much privacy 
left. 

Sincerely, 
------. 

RICHMOND, VA. 

THE NATION'S LAW SCHOOLS AND 
THE ENVIRONMENTAL DECADE
PARTIAL RESULTS OF AN INFOR
MAL SURVEY CONDUCTED BY 
CONGRESSMAN JOHN P. SAYLOR 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

(Mr. SAYLOR asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks at this 
point in the RECORD and to include ex
traneous matter.) 

Mr. SAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, just before 
the old decade ended, I sent letters to 
the deans of our Nation's law schools 
asking them to cooperate in an informal 
survey of their institutions' programs 
and/or plans for instruction in the field 
of environmental law. The text of my 
letter follows: 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, D.C., December 29, 1969. 
DEAR DEAN: By the time you receive this, 

the "Environmental Decade" will be under 
way. Every citizen has a stake in the protec
tion and improvement of the nation's envi
ronment but most observers concur that the 
legal profession will play a critical role in 
these great issues during the decade. I am 
sure you agree that proper preparation for 
that role is the responsibility of the nation's 
law schools. 

As a long-time conservationist, Member of 
Congress, and member of the Bar, I am nat
urally pleased to see this public concern for 
the environment taking shape with reliance 
on our profession to carry the battle forward. 
However, I feel some disquiet about the 
scope of legal training a~vailable to students 
in matters affecting the environment; I hope 
to ease my concern about such training as a 
result of an informal survey. 

I wish to inquire about your school's pro
grams and/or plans for instruction along 
these lines. I do not expect you to itemize 
every single course or seminar being o1fered 
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at your institution, but I would like to re
ceive an over-all summary of your "environ
ment-related" curriculum. The information 
from my survey will be presented to the 
Congr~s and to selected groups who seek to 
assist the law schools-and thus the nation
in the protection of our natural and national 
heritage. 

Your assista.nce in this survey will be deeply 
appreciated. 

With every good wish for a Happy New 
Year, I am, 

Sincerely yours, 
JOHN P . SAYLOR. 

The response from the deans has been 
gratifying in numbers, enlightening as 
to curriculum, and exciting as to pros
pects. As most of us in Congress know, 
law courses tend to be highly traditional, 
but as one of the deans remarked in his 
letter, "change is in the winds.'' 

It would be difficult to relate all the 
various courses that have been or are be
ing established around the country; but 
suffice to say, the Nation's law schools 
are well aware of the growing concern 
for our national and natural heritage 
and the responsibility of the legal fra
ternity to help protect it. 

In order to give our colleagues some 
fiavor and scope of the concern for the 
environment in the law schools, I have 
extracted particularly interesting and 
representative portions of some of the 
responses I have received to my letter. 
I want to stress that the following are 
only representative; I expect to continue 
my reports on this subject as more re
sponses are received. 

Dean Jefferson B. Fordham of the 
University of Pennsylvania Law School 
says: 

I say with strong conviction that I share 
your interest in environmental problems. It 
is my responsibility to serve as President of 
the Association of American Law Schools 
during 1970 and, at my suggestion, the As
sociation has made 'Man and Nature' its 
program focus for the year. This means that 
this organization of 122 law schools will be 
addressing itself particularly to the giving 
of adequate recognition in the educational 
and research programs in law schools to en
vironmental problems. 

Dean Alfred W. Meyer of Valparaiso 
University Law School reports: 

By and large our curriculum is tradition
ally oriented but change is in the winds as 
we have recently added several youthful 
members to our faculty who will not permit 
us to rest content. Our Curriculum Com
mittee is currently restudying our program in 
the light of concerns such as yours . ... More 
specifically, we are talking about an inter
disciplinary course which would involve a 
chemical engineer, a biologist, and a law 
professor who would combine their talents 
in organizing a course in the area of water 
and air pollution. Existing law school oourses 
are those in the 'property' area with tradi
tional titles but with modifications of con
tent to respond (inadequately) to the world 
around us. 

Dean EdwardS. Godfrey of the Uni
versity of Maine School of Law noted 
in addition to general courses and semi
nars offered that: 

Upon request of a number of interested 
students this past fall, Professor Delogu 
conducted a series of informal classes on 
water and air pollution. These classes were 
not part of the regular curriculum and re
ceived no academic credit. They were most
ly attended by first-year students who were 
impatient for material in this field and did 

not wish to wait until their second or third 
year in order to consider environmental 
problems. 

Responding for Dean Toepfer of Case 
Western Reserve University, Franklin 
Thomas Backus School of Law, Associ
ate Prof. Arnold W. Reitze, Jr., said in 
part: 

Advanced courses are given in water law 
and in atomic energy law with emphasis 
on environmental considerations. An inter
session program dealing with air and water 
pollution control is offered. In their senior 
year students may elect a two credit hour 
research program. Currently students are 
investigating strip mining and national 
park policy in the Great Lakes region. On 
an informal basis, there is an opportunity 
to participate in community environmental 
problems. It is hoped that this opportunity 
will evolve into a formal clinical program. 

According to the information for
warded by the University of Denver's 
College of Law, the environment as a 
course of study and action is well 
launched. Associate Pr.of. Thomas P. 
Brightwell, reporting for Dean Robert 
B. Yegge, sent a brochure which out
lined the natural resources program, 
and said: 

As you can see, we have oriented this 
program to take into account both tradi
tional natural resource law and related en
vironmental issues. In addition to the 
courses listed, we offer a Seminar in En
vironmental Law which examines, in depth, 
the area of environmental litigation and the 
public input into the decision-making proc
ess when environmental questions are pres
ent. In addition to our Natural Resources 
Program, our Student Practice Program is 
actively engaged in assisting local attorneys 
in the preparation and trial of so-called 
"Public Interest" environmental cases. At 
the present time, the Director of our Stu
dent Practice Program is in the process of 
bringing two of these suits directly, with 
the aid of members of our faculty and in
terested students. We anticipate further 
direct action through the Practice Program. 

Dean Willard H. Pedrick of the Ari
zona State University College of Law 
rep.orted from the Southwest, as fol
lows: 

In addition to other courses which deal 
with some aspects of the subject, the follow
ing courses and seminars are specifically de
signed to prepare our students to play a 
positive role in the protection and improve
ment of the country's environment: Natural 
Resource Development-emphasis in thiS 
seminar is on environmental control; law 
in a Technological Society-this seminar sur
veys the impact of technology on society and 
the law. Student response to the Natural 
Resources Development Seminar has been 
encouraging. Two sections are being offered 
this year in order to accommodate those who 
wish to participate. 

From the College of Law at the Uni
versity of Nebraska, Assistant Dean Don
ald L. Shaneyfelt mentioned the school's 
natural resources seminar and also: 

In addition to this, our students work with 
the State Soil and Water Conservation De
partment and with the Agricultural College 
on conservation projects. The University of 
Nebraska also has a new inter-disciplinary 
Masters Degree in Water Resources. This in
volves the Law College, the Arts College, the 
Engineering College and the Agricultural 
College. 

Prof. Richard G. Huber, acting direc
tor of the Boston College Law School's 

Environmental Law Center, outlined in 
considerable detail the plans and pro
grams for the new center. He also men
tioned a new publication: 

We are also commencing publication-we 
hope by the end of this school year--<>f a 
quarterly publication on environmental mat
ters. This would involve at least six of our 
students in preparing short case notes and 
legislative comments, although the journal 
itself will have broader than purely legal 
coverage. In addition, of course, at the Center 
we have approximately fifteen students work
ing with lawyers on proposed legislation and 
developing research for government agencies 
interested in environmental matters. 

Associate dean of the Yale University 
Law School, Ralph S. Brown, Jr., re
ported on the course which the law school 
is offering for the first time this year: 

Environmental Regulation: An explora
tory examination of the ways in which law 
is used to shape the character of the physical 
environment. Issues will be selected from 
such areas as land management, air a.nd 
water pollution, and conservation. 

Acting Dean Luvern V. Rieke of the 
University of Washington School of Law 
reports that the school has a total of 
27 credit hours available for students in 
environmental subjects. 

Severllll of the courses are related to en
vironmental protection. These are: Natural 
Resources Seminar, Ocean Resources Semi
nar, Selective Problems on Environmental 
Protection Seminar. 

From the National Law Center of 
George Washington University, I re
ceived a detailed summary of environ
ment-related courses which are avail
able to both undergraduate and grad
uate law students. Associate Dean Ralph 
C. Nash, Jr., states in part: 

We have had several discussions of changes 
which would be necessary to evolve into a 
program on environmental law and have gen
erally concluded that only a few Mlditional 
courses would be necessary. 

Although the foregoing are partial 
comments from just a few of the law 
schools I contacted, I believe one can see 
a definite and exciting trend being de
veloped. Young people of the "now gen
eration" entertng law schools this year 
will have the opportunity to play a major 
role in protecting the Nation's environ
ment before this decade closes. As my 
future reports from the schools will 
show, the opportunities to study and 
work in this developing area of the law 
are widening every day. 

TAKE PRIDE IN AMERICA 

<Mr. MILLER of Ohio asked and was 
given permission to extend his remarks 
at this point in the RECORD and to in
clude extraneous matter.) 

Mr. MILLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, the 
literacy rate in the United States is ap
proximately 98 percent. 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legisla
tive program a.nd any special orders here
tofore entered, was granted to: 

Mr. PERKINS, for 1 hour, today; tore
vise and extend his remarks and include 
extraneous matter. 
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Mr. GONZALEZ, for 10 minutes, today; 

to revise and extend his remarks and to 
include extraneous matter. 

Mr. BRINKLEY <at the request of Mr. 
NICHOLS), for 30 minutes, on January 
22; to revise and extend his remarks and 
include extraneous matter. 

Mr. PERKINS, for 60 minutes, on Jan
uary 21. 

(The following Members <at the re
quest of Mr. RuPPE) and to revise and 
extend their remarks and include ex
traneous material: ) 

Mr. DuNcAN, for 60 minutes, on Jan
uary 22. 

Mr. QUIE, for 30 minutes, oti January 
21. 

Mr. RANDALL, for 10 minutes, today. 
Mr. RYAN, for 20 minutes, today. 
Mr. PHILBIN, for 10 minutes, today. 
Mr. MICHEL, for 2 minutes, today. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
By unanimous consent, permission to 

revise and extend remarks was granted 
to: 

Mr. PERKINS and to include extraneous 
matter. 

Mr. BENNETT and to include extraneous 
matter. 

Mr. BoLAND in two instances and to 
include extraneous material. 

Mr. HALL and to include pertinent 
material. 

Mr. ANDERSON of California during his 
colloquy with Mr. PERKINS durlng the 
special order of Mr. PERKINS. 

(The following Members (at the re
quest of Mr. MILLER of Ohio) and to 
include extraneous matter:) 

Mr. BUCHANAN. 
Mr.KYL. 
Mr. CARTER. 
Mr. QUILLEN in four instances. 
Mr. ROUDEBUSH. 
(The following Members <at the re

quest of Mr. RuPPE) and to include 
extraneous matter:) 

Mr. ARENDS. 
Mr. MlzE. 
Mrs. MAY in two instances. 
Mr. ASHBROOK. 
Mr. BROYHILL of Virginia in three 

instances. 
Mr. Swm of California. 
Mr. BROWN of Michigan. 
(The following Members (at the re

quest of Mr. NicHoLs) and to include 
extraneous matter:) 

Mr. FRAsER. 
Mr. MoLLOHAN in two instances. 
Mr. GIAIMO in five instances. 
Mr. HAMILTON in 10 instances. 
Mr. O'NEILL of Massachusetts in two 

instances. 
1.!1". DIGGS in two instances. 
Mr. TuNNEY. 
Mr. WILLIAM D. FORD. 
Mr. UDALL in eight instances. 
Mr. STOKES in two instances. 
Mr. ASHLEY. 
Mr. GALIFIANAKIS. 
Mr. RYAN in three instances. 
Mr. BURLISON Of Missouri. 
Mr. RoYBAL in six instances. 
Mrs. CHISHOLM. 
Mr. V ANIK in two instances. 

Mr. CoNYERs in five instances. 
Mr. RARICK in three instances. 
Mr. GoNZALEZ in two instances. 
Mr. MOORHEAD. 

ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. NICHOLS. Mr. Speaker, I move 

that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; according

ly <at 1 o'clock and 36 minutes p.m.), 
the House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Wednesday, January 21, 1970, at 12 
o'clock noon. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, execu
tive communications were taken from 
the Speaker's table and referred as fol
lows: 

1513. A letter from the president, Gorgas 
Memorial Institute of Tropical and Preven
tive Medicine, transmitting the 41st annual 
report of operations for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1969, pursuant to 45 Stat. 491; 22 
U.S.C. 278a (H. Doc. No. 91-235); to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs and ordered 
to be printed. 

1514. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
Department of Agriculture, transmitting 
the second annual report on operations un
der the Food Stamp Act of 1964, pursuant 
to Public Law 9(}-552; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

1515. A letter from the Acting General 
Counsel, Department of Defense, transmit
ting a draft of proposed legislation to amend 
section 808 of title 10, United States Code, to 
clarify the application of that section to 
prisoners and members who are absent with
out leave from the Armed Forces; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

1516. A letter from the Public Printer, 
U.S. Government Printing Office, transmitting 
the annual report for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1969; to the Committee on- House 
Administration. 

1517. A letter from the Chairman, Subver
sive Activities Control Board, transmitting 
the 19th annual report for the period ended 
June 30, 1969, pursuant to the provisions of 
law, to the Committee on Internal Security. 

1518. A letter from the Chairman, Inter
state Commerce Commission, transmitting 
the 83d annual report for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1969; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

1519. A letter from the Chairman, Na
tional Mediation Board, transmitting the 35th 
annual report of the Board, including the 
report of the National Railroad Adjustment 
Board for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1969, pursuant to the provisions of law; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

1520. A letter from the Chairman, Federal 
Power Commission, transmitting a copy of 
the publication entitled "Statistics of Pri
vately Owned Electric Utilities in the United 
States, 1968"; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

1521. A letter from the Clerk, U.S. Court 
of Claims, transmitting a statement of judg
ments rendered for the year ended September 
30, 1969, pursuant to the provisions of section 
791(c)! title 28, United States COde; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

1522. A letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting the statement of lia
bilities and other financial commitments of 
the U.S. Government as of June 30, 1969, 
pursuant to the provisions of section 402 of 
Public Law 89-a09; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

REPORTS OF COMMITI'EES ON PUB
LIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 

committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. HAYS: Committee on House Adminis
tration. House Resolution 764. Resolution au
thorizing payment of compensation for cer

. tain committee employees, with an amend
ment (Rept. No. 91-794). Ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 4 of rule XXII, public 

bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROWN of California: 
H.R. 15463. A bill to amend the Randolph

Sheppard Act for the blind so as to make 
certain improvements therein and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

H.R. 15464. A bill to provide Civilian Con
servation Corps enrollees who are suffering 
from paraplegia. incurred during service in 
such Corps with benefits substantially com
parable to those provided veterans who are 
similarly disabled; to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

By Mr. En.BERG: 
H .R. 15465. A bill to extend benefits under 

section 8191 of title 5, United States Code, 
to law enforcement officers and firemen not 
employed by the United States who are 
killed or totally disabled in the line of duty; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GALIFIANAKIS: 
H.R. 15466. A bill to establish a Joint Com ... 

mittee on Environmental Quality; to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. KARTH: 
H.R. 15467. A bill to amend the Mental 

Retardation Facilities and Community Men
tal Health Centers Construction Act of 1963 
to assist the States in developing a. plan for 
the provision of comprehensive services to 
persons affected by mental retardation and 
other developmental disabilities originating 
in childhood, to assist the States in the pro
vision of such services in accordance with 
such plan, to assist in the construction of 
facilities to provide the services needed to 
carry out such plan, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. KOCH: 
H.R. 15468. A bill to provide long-term fi

nancing for expanded urban mass trans
portation programs, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mrs. MAY (by request): 
H.R. 15469. A bill to provide for the dispo

sition of funds appropriated to pay judg
ments in favor of the Yakima Tribes in 
Indian Claims Commission dockets Nos 47-A 
162, and consolidated 47 and 164, a~d fo; 
other purposes; to the Committee on Interior 
and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. MOORHEAD: 
H.R. 15470. A bill to authorize the Secret ary 

of Housing and Urban Development to pro
vide or to guarantee any bid, payment, or 
performance bond applied for by or on behalf 
of a small business concern which is a con
struction contractor or subcontractor; to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. O'HARA: 
H.R. 15471. A bill to amend the Internal 

Revenue Code of 1954 to further protect the 
privacy of individual taxpayers, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. POWELL: 
H.R.15472. A bill to designate the Meridian 
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Hill Park in the District of Columbia as the 
Malcolm X Park; to the Committee on Public 
Works. 

By Mr. RYAN: 
H .R. 15473. A bill to provide for the com

prehensive program for the control of noise; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. TEAGUE of Texas (by request): 
H.R. 15474. A bill to amend chapter 17, title 

38, United States Code, to provide drugs and 
medicines to veterans of World War I, World 
War II, the Korean conflict, or the Vietnam 
era, who are receiving increased compensa
tion or pension because of being housebound; 
to the Committee on Veterans' Affairs. 

By Mr. WHALEN: 
H.R. 15475. A bill to provide additional 

benefits for optometry officers of the uni
formed services; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

By Mr. BENNETT: 
H.J. Res. 1047. Joint resolution proposing 

an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States to provide that appointments 
of Supreme Court and other Federal judges 
be required to be reconfirmed every 6 years, 
to require 5 years' prior judicial experience 
as a qualification for appointment to the 
Supreme Court, and to require retirement of 
Federal judges at the age of 70 years; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRINKLEY: 
H.J. Res. 1048. Joint resolution, propos

ing an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States prohibiting involuntary 
busing of students; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MIKVA: 
H.J. Res. 1049. Joint resolution proposing 

an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States to provide that the right to 
vote shall not be denied on account of age 
to persons who are 18 years of age or older; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OLSEN: 
H.J. Res. 1050. Joint resolution author

izing the Secretary of the Interior to pro
vide for the commemoration of the 100th 
anniversary of the establishment of Yellow
stone National Park, and for other purposes; 
to t he Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. QUILLEN: 
H.J. Res. 1051. Joint resolution designat

ing the week commencing February 3, 1970, 
as International Clergy Week in the United 
States, and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SIKES: 
H.J. Res. 1052. Joint resolution propos

ing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States relative to equal rights for men 
and women; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of New Jersey: 
H.J. Res. 1053. Joint resolution proposing 

an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States relative to equal rights for men 
and women; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. TUNNEY: 
H. Con. Res. 478. Concurrent resolution 

expresses the support of Congress for the 
principles embodied in the Santa Barbara 
Declaration of Environmental Rights; to the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish
eries. 

By Mr. GARMATZ: 
H. Res. 785. Resolution to provide funds 

for the expenses of the studies and investi
gations authorized by House Resolution 131; 
to the Committee on House Administration. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 

bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. GRAY: 
H.R. 15476. A bill for the relief of Ofelia 

C. Santos; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. PUCINSK.I: 

H.R. 15477. A bill for the relief of James 
J. Keilman; to the Committee on the Ju
diciary. 

By Mr. RUPPE: 
H.R. 15478. A bill for the relief of Mrs. 

Fernande M. Allen; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitiom 

and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk 
and referred as follows: 

375. By the SPEAKER: Petition of the City 
Council, Seattle, Wash., relative to supporting 
proposed legislation regarding repeal of the 
Emergency Detention Act of 1950; to the 
Committee on Internal Security. 

376. Also, petition of Maurice Sullivan, 
Atlanta, Ga., relative to redress of grievances; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

SENATE-Tuesday, January 20, 1970 
The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, 

on the expiration of the recess, and was 
called to order by the President protem
pore (Mr. RUSSELL) . 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Edward 
L. R. Elson, D.D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Almighty God, in whose will is the 
destiny of men and nations, deliver us 
now from the tumult of the busy world, 
from the claims of many duties, and the 
confusion of many voices, that we may 
hear again Thy still small voice, lifting 
our vision, allaying our fears, instructing 
our minds, and flooding our inmost being. 
Imbue with Thy higher wisdom all whose 
service to Thee is rendered in this place. 
Make them sure of the goal toward which 
the Nation moves and certain of each 
step taken to reach it. Grant Thy recon
ciling grace, that being united in devo
tion to the Nation's welfare and the bet
terment of all mankind, Thy servants 
here may be ministers of healing to a 
broken world. In the stress and strain of 
this day and all the days ahead lead them 
by Thy spirit to the fullness of Thy 
kingdom, the law of which is love and the 
ruler of which is the Lord of Life. 

In His holy name we pray. Amen. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
A message from the House of Rep

resentatives, by Mr. Hackney, one of its 
reading elerks, announced that the House 
had passed the following bills, in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 6244. An act to enable the Secretary 
of Agriculture to extend financial assistance 
to desertland entrymen to the same extent as 

such assistance is available to homestead 
entrymen; 

H.R. 10184. An act to provide for the dis
position of judgment funds of the Sioux 
Tribe of the Fort Peck Indian Reservation, 
Mont.; . 

H .R. 11372. An act to amend the act en
titled "An act to authorize the partition or 
sale of inherited interests in allotted lands in 
the Tulalip Reservation, Wash., and for other 
purposes", approved June 18, 1956 (70 Stat. 
290); and 

H.R. 12795. An act to amend the act en
titled "An act to provide better facilities for 
the enforcement of the customs and immi
gration laws," to increase the amount au
thorized to be expended, and for other pur
poses. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED 
The following bills were severally read 

twice by their titles and referred, as 
indicated: 

H.R. 6244. An act to enable the Secretary 
of Agriculture to extend financial assist
ance to desertland entrymen to the same 
extent as such assistance is available to 
homestead entrymen; to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

H .R. 10184. An act to provide for the dis
position of judgment funds of the Sioux 
Tribe of the Fort Peck Indian Reservation, 
Mont.; and 

H.R. 11372. An act to amend the act en
titled "An act to authorize the partition 
or sale of inherited interests in allotted 
lands in the Tulalip Reservation, Wash., 
and for other purposes", approved June 18, 
1956 (70 Stat. 290); to the Committee on 
Interior and Insular Affairs. 

H.R. 12795. An act to amend the act en
titled "An act to provide better facilities for 
the enforcement of the customs and im
migration laws," to increase the amount 

authorized to be expended, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Public 
Works. 

THE JOURNAL 
Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Journal of 
the proceedings of Monday, January 19, 
1970, be approved. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With
out objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE MEETINGS DURING 
SENATE SESSION 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that all committees 
be authorized to meet during the session 
of the Senate today. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With
out objection, it is so ordered. 

ATTENDANCE OF SENATORS 
The following additional Senators at

tended the session of the Senate today: 
BAYH, DODD, GOODELL, and STEVENS. 

DEMOCRATIC CONFERENCES HELD 
YESTERDAY AND THIS MORN
ING-REMARKS BY THE MAJOR
ITY LEADER 
Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, the 

Democratic conference met yesterday 
morning to prepare for the beginning of 
the second session of the 91st Congress. 
This :first meeting largely concerned 
routine matters-housekeeping chores of 
the Senate, so to speak. It was followed 
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